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PAPERS 



RELATING to INLAND NAVIGATIONS in IRELAND. 



I. 



Copies of REPORTS, made by the Directors General of Inland Navigation, 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, and other Papers, from the 7th October 
1812, to the 20th February 1813; — relative to the State of the Affairs of 
The Grand Canal Company; together with Extracts from the Minutes of the 
Privy Council in Ireland, upon the case of the Petition and Appeal of The 
Grand Canal Company, in the year 1810: — Viz . 



No. 1. — Copy of a Letter from Daniel Bagot, esq. 
Secretary to the Directors of the Grand Canal 
company, to the Right Honourable Robert Peel ; 
dated 7th October liiz. 

No. z. — Copy of a Letter from Daniel Bagot, esq. 
Secretary to the Directors of the Grand Canal 
company, to the Right Honourable Robert Peel ; 
dated 14th November i8ix;— inclosing copies of 
the Papers marked (A. B. 6c C.) 

(A.) — Copy of a Report of the Court of Di- 
rectors to the Grand Canal company at the Half- 
yearly Meeting, held on Tuesday thezjth Septem- 
ber 1812. 

(B.)— A View of the Interest on the Debt, and ; 
of the indispensable Establishment and Expendi- ; 
ture of the Grand Canal company; including those 
incurred by working their Collieries ; and also of the ; 
Revenues arising from the Canal and Collieries col- 
lectively, for three years ending 31st August 1812 ; 
showing the Annual Decrease of theirEstablishment 
and Expenditure, and the progressive Increase of 
their Revenues. 

I'C.)— -Copy of a Resolution entered into at 
a Meeting of the Company of Undertakers of the 
Grand Canal: X9th September 18 iz. 

No. 3. — Copy of a Letter from the Right Honour- 
able Robert Peel to the Directors General of Inland 
Navigation in Ireland; dated 21st November 18 ix; 
enclosing the Papers marked (A. B. & C.) trans- | 
mitted in No. 2. 

No. 4. — Copy of a Letter from the Right Honour- 
able Robert Peel, to the Commissioner* of Customs 
in Ireland; dated 24th November 181a; enclosing 
(No.,.) 

No. 5.—- Copy of a Letter from Daniel Bagot, esq. . 
Secretary to the Directors of the Grand Canal com- 
pany; dated 12th December 1812. , 

No. 6. — Copy of a Letter from William Gregory, i 
esq. to the Directors of the Grand Canal company, 
dated 12th December 1812; enclosing 

Copy of a Report from the Commissioners of 
Customs to his Grace the Lord Lieutenant ; 1 
dated the 4th December 1812. 

No. 7.— Copy of a Letter from the Right Honour- 
able Robert Peel, to Daniel Bagot, e*q. dated *d 
January 1813. 

No. 8. — Copy of a Letter from Daniel Bagot, esq. 
Secretary to the Directors of the Grand Canal 
Company, to the Right Honourable Robert Peel ; 
dated 30th January 18,3. 

No. g. — Copy of a Report of the Directors General 
ot Inland Navigation in Ireland, to his Grace the 
Lord Lieutenant; dated 1st February 1813;— en- 
closing the Papers marked (A. B. C. D. Sc E.) 



(A.) — Copy of the Grand Canal company’s 
General Account of Expenditure and Revenue for 
six months, ending 31st August 1812. 

(B.) — Copy of the View of the Interest on the 
Debt, and of the indispensable Establishment and 
Expenditure of the Grand Canal company, includ - 
ing those incurred by working their Collieries; and 
also of the Revenues arising from the Canal and 
Collieries collectively, for three years, ending 31st 
August 18, a; — showing the Annual Decrease of 
their Establishment and Expenditure, and the pro- 
gressive Increase of their Revenues. 

(C.)— -Copy of the State of the Funds of the 
Grand Canal company, on the 31st August 1812-, 

(D.)— Copy of the Evidence given before the 
Directors. General of Inland Navigation on their 
Enquiry into the Affairs of the Grand Canal com- 
pany, on the 5th and <th January, and 1st February 
,813. 

(E.) — Copy of the State of the Funds of ths 
Grand Canal company, on ist January ,813, re- 
ferred to in D. 

No. 10.— Copy of a Letter from the Right Honour- 
able Robert Peel, to Daniel Bagot esq. dated 4d» 
February 1813. 

No. 11. — Copy of a Letter from Daniel Bagot, esq. 
Secretary to the Directors of the Grand Canal com- 
pany, to the Right honourable Robert Peel ; dated 
6th February 1813;— -enclosing the Papers marked 
(A.B. C.&D.) 

(A.) — Copy of a letter from John Rennie, esq- 
Engineer to Director, of the Royal Canal company t 
dated aad October ,805. 

(B.)— Copy of a Letter from John Rennie, e*<|, 
Engineer to Directors of the Royal Canal company* 
dated 13th November 1806. 

(C.) — Copy of a Letter from Daniel Bagot, esq. 
Secretary to the Directors of the Grand Canal com- 
pany to the Directors of the Royal Canal company* 
dated 30th June 1810. 

(D.) — Extract of a Letter from the Directors 
General of Inland Navigation in Ireland, to th» 
Royal Canal company; dated 23d October 1807. 

No. .12. — Copy of a Letter from Daniel Bagot, esq. 
Secretary to the Directors of the Grand Canal coni 
pany, to William Gregory, esq. dated 10th Febru- 
ary 18,3 ; — enclosing a Petition of the Director, to 
his Grace the Lord Lieutenant. 

No, ,3.— Extracts from the Minutes of the Privy 
Council of Ireland, upon the case of the Petition 
and Appeal of the Grand Canal company. Ia tJw 
year 3810. 
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2 PAPERS RELATING TO THE 

r fro ' n Daniel Ba S ot ’ eB T a * re i Secretary to the Direc- 

7°h October r 3 ?" d Cslal to * he Ri S ht honourable Hobert Peel, dated 

ml TV*r n , ... - , Oram! Canal House, -th October iSte. 

° f D eot S 1 ' t L of m 0®nd Canal company having learned 'from public rumour 

J iffev ba h h i IC S* 'T?” 8 d °° ks f “ re,e,llU ' P ai P oses > on the north side of the river 
Liffey, has been abandoned for various reasons, particularly the very great expense which 
the public would incur thereby, the Directors therefore,! with great resfect, take the liberty 
ofagun bnngmg under the consideration ot His Majesty’s Government the advantages 
which, at a ray moderate expense, would accrue to the public by the appropriation of the 
Grand Canal Docks, situate on the south side of that river, or a competent part thereof 
hermX° P , OS t d I'* 1 “ d ? ey “m de ™ of tenewin ? the communication^ that have 
nanm and tb t , h ? t sub Jf ', if .it be agreeable to his Grace the Lord Liente- 

nrinc' ^ * y l * h * llb ? rt y “hmitting (briefly) to your consideration some of the 
prmc.pal reasons why they conceive that the situation and circumstances of the Grand Canal 
Do ^ s f e preferable to any other for the establishment of close docks ; being as follows • 

‘ “fy «*#• expedition with which the plan can b,e carried into elocution, vie. in 

about one year instead of five years at least : 

■ Tire very great saving of public money with which the object can be attained, bv an. 

propiiating tbe Grand Canal Docks to the intended purpose: ’ ^ ^ 

and Aeworks appurtenant thereto, proved now by sixteen 

siJnto “h“"dnnt depth of water, and the advantage of an ample constant and certain 
supply of fresh water, so necessary for the destruction of worms, &c. attached to the 

bottoms of vessels arriving after long vovages : ' ine 

The superior convenience of the situation for the general purposes of trade and its in, 
nhd torr C °r " < ‘ ,jlH ' i‘ WIL1 die Grand Cana], expending siity-threc Irish miles ’in one line 
of dw r °T T e Vr a " ot , hcr ’ comprising, with the Shannon and Barrow, 'a navigation’ 
El,S ‘ 1Sh m,le5 ’ commun i ca ti„g with the richest anf most 

h^t^^irsfe .s^r* 7 edual in * ° f ,he ^ p" 

The Court of Directors also beg leave to observe that the Grand Canal Docks me m „nl, 
nearer to the Custom-house of Dublin, than the London or WeslMa DoSs are .Tthe 
Custom-house of London ; and that if it should be thought necessary or expedient th« 
communication may be shortened and facilitated at a moderate expense, b mS i 
entrance into them from the Liffey much nearer to the Custom-house: 7 “ S 

Right honourable Robert Peel, j j iave &c 

^dDubh’n^Iastle, 26th February 1813 Wnief i«g„r. 

IV. Gregor, ,. 



N o/d,e^„d 

November 1812, enclosing copies ofjhe papers marked (A. B. & C.) ’ ^ 

r , ’ . , . . Grand Canal House, 14th November rlhr 

IN compliance with your desire, in,, mated to the deputation from ihe Com Ilf Difmors 
of the GraudCanal company, which had the honour of waiting oi, yo, on the 1 ath £ 2 S? 
I am directed to transmit to ypu a copy of the petition svhich wasninmed ^ 

toLe presented .0 the Houself Commons m lie last s£to„ 

recommended by Ins Grace the Lord Lieutenant, towards liquidating the company “ IS 
alto a copy df . the report of the Court of Directors at the list', half-lea, N oftl e’ 
company, and of the account therein referrqd to; together with a copy & £ rlstdut ™ 
respecting the subject of tbe sinking-fund mentioned 111 the report. “ »'*»»»« 

Right honourable Robert Peel, ,, 

l r grp ftp ' I have, &e. 

^Dubhn^astle, 26th Feb. ,8ijj. ***> D ™‘ ^ 

fV. Gregory. 
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INLAND NAVIGATION OF IRELAND. 



(A ' ) Tl : n 0Py t \ I ?. EP °! lT , I oF . thc , C< ?' irt Directors, to the Grand Canal Com- 
pany at the half-yearly Meeting, held on Tuesday the 29th September 1812. 

To the Company of Undertakers of the Grand Canal. 

Gentlemen, 

lomlSri! ? el , l gTC n t satisfaction in considering that the Reports which it has fallen 
to onr lot to make to the Company ate become essentially different from those of our Pie- 

S ™ 'v‘ C T° ge ”f “ 1Jy "“P* wi,h of the progress of works, accompanied 
with propositions for supplying the necessary funds for the prosecution thereof. 

tion of 168 ° C T\ " ml , ertaken b - v the Corporation, but also the naviga- 

tion of the river Shannon contracted for by you, being finished, and your expenditure in 

reoair'in^d a hd g ° l “T* Uttfe reraai " 5 t0 be communicated bevon/ the state of 

nm h h d° Se W0rks 5“' the ,r,« ress and ! ' ate of tho revenues accruing therefrom, 
aaa the nature and amount of your funds. ° 

T “ n “ al ‘“P'ttt™. rn lww the pleasure to acquaint yon 
£2 M P« of the navigation ire in a reasonably good 

state of repan, and are not likely to call tor a greater expenditure than works of their 

nature and magnitude usually require. 1 eu 

failure *,? t notic / d °" this head ». i" consequence of a late 

„et«Vv Kv J "’H ° t- 22<l locli on ‘he Atlly line, we .Jere under the 
newtssity of taking .down and rebuilding one ot the side-walls of the lock, for the repair 
whereof the most animated exertions were used on the part of Mr. Stokes, the suoervisor of 
°“' dlr “r- aa ? ‘H ,M P e . ctioa P f a Committee of out Boards specially ap- 
3Tlav than , p e Tfi V ^ t * "' hcre ° l "T the Tlade s “ ff «re d less inconvenieje 
Sort a h 1* f5f r ?“ so " *° apprehend, and the work was accomplished in as 

adSit ' ^ h “ * 6 mcoI1Te[malce *° ‘he Trade, as the circumstinces would 

vle^ tha course of out late annual inspection we took an opportunity of proceeding to 
3 E “e Jumenck Navigation. AtKillaloe we found a complete interruption to the passage 
*a b t nlace 1 ” w” Se i qm '" C<! °‘ !? e ' rater be ! n S '« ° ff *e level immediately below the Srsttock at 
W t T / «° f ers °” ally ms KS tt , d & dam plaeed across the Doonas Canal, which has so 
SSf v I d tha .-avgatn or . : We have ; not lost sight of this important subject since your 
won hfed y *” J add , ,t,0n ‘° *? c S veral «*««><•** theretofore transmit^ 

we on the 5* ultimo addressed a letter to the Directors General upon that' subject, to which 

Ir “ ulti “ 10 ’ '"‘‘mating that they id submitted 

onr letter, with their sentiments on the subject, to his Grace the Lord Lieutenant, which we 
have every reason to believe are favourable to our wishes ; and, in order to expedite tile 
business as much as possible, wc intend to prefer a Memorial to his Grace, pravinu that 
he will order ' the navigation to be opened ; and we are not without hopes that ouF eLeSvonrs 

Sts.rrx^= ition ’ “ •“* y - ~ » -as 

ri oFr'd? f u rd j e f th ? v J ' Car ’. C ° ticd ° n tbe 3 I3t day of August, amounted to fifty-two 
Ulousand two hundred and forty-nine pounds four shillings and eight pence halfpenny! and 

hme^mmT?”? ‘'tt* Pen °r d a "' 0 "” ted to fifty-three thousand four hundred and forty! 
tiuee pounds twelve shillings and one penny, leaving a surplus in your favour for that half 

XlT T'" h \ ndred and " b »y-fo- f.nds P seve„!hilli„Xlt!u pX 

S“ ny - ”PPe”» ,hat *• “tercst and orifinpry. expenditure 1™ the year eliding 

dred !nd d f a !,° , “ S ” 5t a °’ “Tre l °, °” e h ™ dreJ and thousand three hun- 

dred and forty-two pounds one shilling and sixpence lialfpen ny For the year 1S1! to one 
hundred and seven thousand and ninety-five pounds seventeen shillings and Cvepence ; and for 
MrfeeXdr T*?* * h “ °” a ba ? dred and few thousand six hundred and melve pounds 
thirteen shdhngs anti s,xpence halfpenny; being less than the amount of the year 1S10 by a 
nm it " ,bo , tbo “-' a " d f v «" hnadred and twenty-nine pounds eight shillings. At the sum, 
e“h,i\? “ b,or r b V hat y?" f ,en “ e8 the year ending in August t8lo a, no, .mod to 
f ® tl y - usa ' ld SIX hundred .and twenty-fourpounds one shilling and twopence balf-penim 
1m o?° " t0 u ni ir ety ' e ght »ine hundred and' "one pounds seventeen S 

tS“l “ halfpenny ;-an| tor the year 1 Si 1 to one huntlrS and eleven thdusand 
oue hunditd and forty-four pounds five shillings and one halfnennr • ,i,„„ 



taio, by a sum of thirty thousand five hundred and twenty pounds 
wen pence. It also anwaw that .1,, 1 . .. 1. 1 



SSSiWo* i0 ‘°’ oya ?““ ot thirty thousand live hundred and twenty pounds 

JSrftoST ! • d T n pe ”° e ' I *,- al5 ° “Pi*” 8 tbat y° m »">■» for the last half year ex- 
OM rnirnd ° COn '? P ° nd '" S SIX , ““"tits by a sum of six hundred and reventy. 

vSoSri T™ shdl ‘ a S? im ; nine pence halfpenny, notwithstanding the scarcity of pr’o- 
m 'a! h '‘f 5 ' the d, st, llettes, and the check which the tefie suffered i coFsc 

Sill-l"!'", interruption that in the preceding half year was given hy some mis- 
guided individuals of some ot the counties adjoining the Canal to the transit of com and 
hlyfeSTn* 0 ” 5 *? thc C "f re l ? abbn j tbe efr “ts whereof in your revenues were still sensi- 
han4smm?Ff* y F”! 0 * this , last ba ' f J’ < i ar I ond aIs< >> notwithstanding the temporary eo. 
CS „ T;?’ P rod ““ d > tba necessity of rebuilding part of tfie twentv- 
ofA?,l i T ? ’ on t 31 '”? a . v ‘e»' of your income for the whole year, ending thc 31st djy 
AulTXtre COmp “" a w,t ' the amount thereof for thc corresponding year, cSding i! 
S 811, there appears to have been an exceeding of six thousand five hundred mid 

thinv- 
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4 PAPERS RELATING TO THE 

I. thirty-one pounds eleven shillings and sixpence, of which the sum of five thousand three 
Grand Canal, hundred and thirty-seven pounds fifteen shillings and three halfpence was included in the 
' J dividend made on the 25th day of March last. 

We have the pleasure to state, that a considerable increase in the trade on the Canal is to 
be expected in the course of the present year; an expectation which we found upon the in- 
crease of agriculture in the neigbourhood of the Canal, the abundance of the present har- 
vest, and upon an unusual demand and competition for stores at Tullamore and Shannon 
harbour ; so much so that we have not been able to supply all the traders who have applied 
for accommodation in that respect. 

W e have also to observe, that the revenues of the passage-boats continue in a state of 
improvement, which is to be attributed in a considerable degree to the aid of the coaches, 
still connected with that establishment, and running to and from the towns of Birr, Athlone, 
and Ballinasloe, as mentioned in our last report. 

On the 28th day of March last we stated that you had then at your disposal the sum of 
one hundred and eight thousand six hundred and seventy-nine pounds sixteen shillings and 
nine pence halfpenny, consisting of cash in the hands of your treasurer, and of monies vested 
in government securities, including a sum of twenty-four thousand and fifty-three pounds 
eighteen shillings and sixpence halfpenny, vested in a special Committee of three Directors 
as a sinking-fund for reducing your capital stock, pursuant to your resolution lo that effect, 
entered into on the 22nd day of January 1810: and also including the value of coals then 
on hands, and about eighteen thousand one hundred and sixty pounds, being the value of 
stock not issued, and of stock purchased with the sinking fund. 

The fund now at your disposal amounts to about the sum of seventy-one thousand five 
hundred and thirty-seven pounds eleven shillings and fivepence, consisting of the particulars 
stated in the account now laid before you, in which you may perceive that the government 
stock which was rated at seventy-three pounds per cent, is now calculated at only seventy- 
two pounds, being the present market-price, aad that it is exclusive of the sun) of eighteen 
thousand one hundred and sixty pounds, the value of your stock not issued, and of your 
stock purchased with the sinking fund. 

It may also be remarked, that a portion of the fund which was at your disposal on the 
cSth day of March last has been applied to the completion ofsomti works under the descrip- 
tion of new works, since finished, but then in progress, to the discharge of some old claims 
in respect of works of that description, to advances on account of raising coals now on 
hands, and towards the nayment of your last half year’s dividend. 

In pursuance of your Resolution of the 23d day of May last, by which you authorized us to 
prepare a Petition to Parliament on your behalf, for a grant of one hundred and fifty thou- 
sand pounds, upon the conditions specified in Mr. Pole’s letter of the 13th day of April last, 
wc prepared a Petition, and sent a special deputation of two of our body to London ac- 
cordingly, who attended Parliament on that service for upwards of a month, in expectation 
of accomplishing the object of the Petition; but at length they were informed by Mr. Pole 
that His Majesty’s Ministers were of opinion, that in consequence of the sudden and un- 
fortunate death of Mr. Perceval, and the late period of the session to which the business 
had been unavoidably protracted, the measure, as well as some others connected with the 
Inland Navigation of Ireland, could not then be brought forward; but, at the same time, 
that he had no doubt that the business would be taken up by Government early in the next 
session. And he also stated that the measure having been recommended by the Irish Go- 
vernment during his continuance in office, it should have his most cordial support. 

In the mean time, considering that an actual agreement has been arranged between you 
and Government for the grant ot one hundred and fifty thousand pounds, upon condition 
(among others) that you should be restricted from making auy dividend on your capital 
stock, except from your clear profits, after paying all the expenses of the Canal, and the 
full legal interest upon your loans ; and also upon condition that you shall add fifty thou- 
sand pounds to the said grant, to be applied towards the liquidation of your debt ; and 
taking into consideration the present state of your funds as before mentioned, under all 
these circumstances we do not think that it would be prudent or expedient to declare any 
dividend for the last half year. 

We have to remind you, that at your last half-yearly meeting you adjourned until the 
present occasion the consideration of the expediency of entering into a resolution, that the 
government securities, in which part of the sinking-fund had been invested, and the interest 
tbereot, and also so much ot the Company's stock as had been purchased, and the dividends 
■received upon such stock, and which now form part of the said sinking-fund, be placed at 
•our disposal, for the general purposes of the company. And we beg leave to state that we 
remain of the opinion declared by us, at your last meeting, that it would be expedient so 
•to-do. 

We recommend it to you to vest in us power and authority to grant, in your name and 
on your behalf (in case we shall think fit so to do), leases of your lands and tenements men- 
tioned in the schedule now laid before you, to the persons therein named, at rents not less, 
and for terms not exceeding respectively those therein mentioned. 
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INLAND NAVIGATION OF IRELAND. 5 

(B-)— Copy of a View of tlie INTEREST on the DEBT, and of the Indispensable Establishment and I. 

Expenditure of The Grand Canal Company, including those incurred by working their Collieries; and Grand Canal, 
also of the Revenues arising from the Canal and Collieries collectively, for three years, ending 31st t ^ — -J 
August 181a; showing the annual Decrease of their Establishment and Expenditure, and the progressive ]S, 0 . 2. 
Increase of "their Revenues. 



Expenditure and Interest 1 year! 

ending 31st August 1810 - J 

Revenues - - D® - - D® - 



Expenditure and Interest 1 year! 
coding 31st August i8n - - j 



Revenues - - D® 



Expenditure and Interest i 
ending 31st August 1812 ■ 



- 33^7 1 8 — 4 Deficit in the year ending 31st August 
1810. 



7,246 4 if Decrease of Expenditure and establish- 
ment in year ending 31st August 



- 8,194 z Deficit in year ending 31st August 

1811. 

18,277 16 2 Increase of Revenue in year eliding 
31st August 1811. 



y * 8r } ,0 4 > 6ia ! 3 6 § 



2,483 3 io| Decrease of Expenditure and Establish- 
ment in year ending 31st August 
1812, compared with year ending 
31st August 1811. 

9,729 8 — - D® - D° - 31st August 1810. 



6,531 11 6 Surplus in year ending 31st August 
1812. 

12,242 7 8 Increase of Revenue in year ending 31st 
August 1812, compared with year 
ending 31st August 1811. 

30,520 3 10 D‘ - D" - D° 31st August 1810. 



A comparative View of the Half Year ending 31st August 1811, and the Half Year ending 31st August 1812. 

£■ s. d. £. 1. d. 

Expenditure and Interest six months’! - . Revenues six months ending 31st - ) . 

. ending 3 i8t August, 811 - - $ 52 ’ 9 * 6 ‘ H August ,8,1 | 52 " 7 “ + 3 * 

D® - - 31st August 1812 - - 52,249 4 D® - - 31st August 1812 - 53-443 1 



Decrease of Expenditure six months') 
ending 31st August 1812 - - J 



Increase of Revenue six months') 
ending 31st August 1812 - -j 



(C.) — Copy of a RESOLUTION entered into at a Meeting of the Company of No. 2. 

Undertakers of the Grand Canal, 29th September 1812. 

THE Company having, pursuant to their Resolution of the 28th day of March last, this 
day taken into consideration the subject of the sinking-fund. 

Resolved, That the Government Securities in which part of the sinking-fund has been 
invested, and the interest thereof, and also so much of the Company’s stock as has been pur- 
chased, and the dividends received upon such stock, and which now form part of the said 
sinking-fund, be placed at the disposal of the Court of Directors for the general purposes 
of the Company, it being the recommendation of this meeting to the Directors that they 
should use every exertion in their power to prevent the stock so purchased from being again 
put into circulation. ; | >.* 




No. 3. — Copy of a LETTER from the Right honourable Robert Peel, to the 
Directors General of Inland Navigation in Ireland, dated 21st November 1812 ; — 
enclosing the Papers marked (A. B. and C.) transmitted in No. 2. 



My Lords and Gentlemen, Dublin Castle, 2ist Ncvember 1812. 

I sen d you herewith, by command of the Lord Lieutenant, a copy of the Report ot the 
Court of Directors of the Grand Canal company at the half-yearly meeting of the company, 
on the 29th September last. 

A Resolution entered into by the said company, on the same day, on the subject of 
the sinking-fund : 

A statement of receipts and expenditure for three years, ending xst August 1810, i8tx, 
and 1812 : 

-n C And 
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PAPERS RE LA T I NG TO THE 



Directors fJenoral 



' necessary. r J * u « eH P oa > 

Directors General . 
of Inland Navigation. 

Dublin Castle 26th February 1813. 

, IV. Gregory. 



I am, &e. 
(Signed) 



My Lord and Gentlemen, r» if s 

I am commanded by the Lord lieutenant 1 " - st 24t * 1 November 1812. 
tary of the Grand Canal company, dated theythoTalt mon'th °* * t etter ^ ,p tl,e Setae- 
agam bringing under the cmisijeratioh if Govern, The Lh*'* 1 "" ^ t , l ‘."', r ,e a““* of 
moderate expense, would accrue to the oubiir hv thl In ad . va . nta ga* which at a very 
Docks, situate on the south side of the river I iffev or applopuatIon of tlie Grand Canal 
purpose of forming dock, for revenue iforpose. 1 So’tetLXfo l ^ * m *’ ** >** 
And his Grace desires you will take the same into vm..- * ° 5 reasons in support thereof, 
opinion thereupon. UC ,nto •> 0U1 consideration, and report to him your 

Commissioners of Customs, &c. &e. &c. J &c - „ 

Dublin Castle, 25th February 1813. (S, S ned ) Robert Peel. 

IV- Gregory. 



”fe GranTci a i™uyfiiS *° the Directos <* 

month had the honour of waitieg upmy , ’ " h ‘ el1 on the >3«h of last 

vvas prepared add intended to be E prLmed to the Ho“fe of SI “ W - °V ? P etition that 
Parliament, for a grant recommended' by hi. G™ the T o( , < f“" lm011s ■» ** last session of 
. the debt ot the companv, together with .coot of th! i, L ? ( - d L ‘? ut ff a,!t «"W* liquidating 
pany on the noth £ Ihe S* «fP»t made to the eon? 

•certain conditions therein contained : and the final assenfolAh^ ^ ° f Apnl last ’ illcluciir >g 
« to his gw <*** the 

effect during the last session of Parliament '' 0 the , ^fore-mentioned arrangement into 
death of 'll? PereeviTTd ^ *!? S “ dd ™ -Ws! 

ripened for the consideration of Parliament m,d „ ,1 “ Whei ! ,be P ro P“a d measure was 
being m the course of the present session lair Id iron COBK P>P lat '»” «nd confidence of its 
Grace, still remaining at the head of the Ir nr afclltlon under the auspices of his 

be their dmy • bf , C « m ° f felt it to 

dividend on the capital toe/ of the company! M s " s P“»i»« of 

provide for the performance of the condition Tim rfo! h J ’ g *?,“ h >' m ,llc,r p°»er, to 
m hum* pounds to be granted by ParliLnem Si 4 **“ S ’° «* one handled and 
then - treasurer’s hands ; and that the acfrS-difo?*’ “'V Urousand pounds ol the money m 
be immediately applied towards the liq“daTlon'„ ftf? *“ M 

did ~ -i. contemplation ’ 

General ot Inland Navigation instead 0 f Sj ^ b y the ttrectors 

nutted to the consideration of his Grace for tlie benefit „.v ”‘ eS tUt had ^ eeu lu,mi> ly sub- 
credit, and the advancement of die Inland No- 1 °| ltla company, the security of their 
reputable Board to whom tile representation madid, foi' lrelaN<1 i , ' , "< l that, allhough that 

Grace, have not finally declared an .,-,-jfon in uad been «•*< by his 

proposed, yot it is m tuifest that the y fully acre! ihh T* lhe measures so origiially 
some considerable parliamentary aid fir th' "‘I? ‘! ,e ““PW « l “ the necessity * 
ditors, and stability to their undertidAm fo f i? , f T-T P Crl xct SCL ’” ri, J to their 'cre- 
-theu- Eeport of. L nth ST S wh ' ch ! ha ‘ e t> a 'd was pleased, f„ ' 

terms; viz. 3 1 lSl -t» to express themselves in the following 

t “PP'mi^Md fod!i| a v fTldgh impoH^el to^liTl " nd •«> Mttiotl. 

* 1 .^, • 

“ ®mbaiTassments 
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f jagfifc ftgg '%'£*" <**> Peters are ih„„. I. 

10 ?“ , Majes, l' s Mim-te™, the 
gracious support in the present session Founding e , c ? nfidence t . ilat he will further it with his 
Action that' fro ae, has L™ done Z the OraSS 0 ^1“’?'“"°’“ “ th , at ™F« «• a 000. 
proposed and assented to, wherebv thev nn InL fx r j ni P ar D since t le arrangement was 
knowledge that no such change in their affairs In * H r * t £a . your °f his Grace, and on a 
teetion unnecessary; ° ‘ has smce taken P Iace as can render his pro- 



tection unnecessary. 

The Right bon ble Robert Peel, 
&c. See. &c. 



I hare, &c. 

t, _ (Signed) 

Dublin Castle, 26th February 1813. 

W. Gregory. 



Daniel Ragot. 



** to the Director, of the 

Gentlemen, r, _ 

sss-jasStSSHH'F 

nig that they continue of opinion that ii wmilH k, wer received tiom them, signify- 
for the purpose proposed. P " d ‘ 10t be CX P edieDl£ to Purchase those Docks 

Dublin Castle, 2 6 February 1813. 1 ^/stnertt w n 

W. Gregory. (Signed) W. Gregory. 

Directors of the Grand 
Canal Company. 

(Tnclosure of No. 6.) 

A “ i 3! epoft front the Csmmtatfnnni of the Customs to his Grace the 

Lord Lieutenant, dated the 4th December 1812. 

, , May it please year Grace, C “ St ° m H °“ Se ’ D “ bI!n ’ 4th Dccemt “ ’ S - =■ 

,„ 3 h E r ad tl,e bol ' ollr of receiving Mr. Peel’s letter of the 24th ultimo, enclosing by com 
ISa Xfio 4 h i *1 sr’’ J ofa , ietter from fi» Secretary to the Grand Canal Company 
dated 7th Octobei, signifying their request of again bringing under the consideration of 
overnment, the advantages which at a very moderate expense would accrue to the public 
2 tbe appropriation of the Grand Canal Docks, situate on the south side of tile river 

f ° r n t!ie P“ r E ose of forming docks ft, rd^uepmpSL S 
S S h rr ”, Sapl, ° rt thcr “ t - And Mr *,Peei having signified your P Grace’s desire 
t we should take the same into consideration, and report our opinion thereupon ■ 

altrn rtf' 15 ' aV<: ° ac< l"“ m * y°" r Grace, that we do not see any grounds to induce us to 
; , f opinion expressed in our representation of the eighteenth September 1810 (in 
Tti e \ “"«rmed by the ate Repo,, of Mr. Rennie of A, proposed new doek 'aS 
stores,) that the eontigmty of the intended dock and stores to tte Custom House is of 
“ kv!o S !he ST 1° the d “ e c ° n . ectl011 of thc revenne; and that the dock belong. 

- r we are of d oS i'm COm |'f y b . e,n S 80 d ' !t “”'- a " d °" ‘he °PP°»ite side of tf» 

“ oaSrs” ' P ould P roduce a very expensive additional establishment of 

for"™, be , * a **T>. 10 “ b * it “ y»“r Grace, that the plan of the Docks suggested 

fc~'rthTproVD„t' w, ‘ K '‘ “ best suited * hS- —— -*e£ 

We have the honour to be, with the highest respect 

\ our Grace’s most obedient humble Servants, 

His Grac^the Lord Lieutenattt, ' g “ d) j&PSgg” 4 *"’ 

Dublin Castle, s6th February flamj Uamliton. 

1013. IV. Gregory. 



N0.7.— Copy ofa LETTER from the Right honourable Robert Peel to Daniel 
Dagot, esq. dated 2d January 1813. 

T • j j , . , , . _ Dublin Castle, 2d January 1813. 

yo^ddre/ w “ d s , ubmiteJ 1 to bls , the Lord Lieutenant the Letter which 

G*d ScempZ° n by *• the Court of Directors of the 

In 
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8 PAPERS RELATING TO THE 

T In reference to that part of your Letter, in which it is stated, that under an impression 

Grand Canal- that the arrangement proposed 'by Mr. Pole in his Letter of the 13th of April last would 
4, e carried into execution in this present Session ot Parliament, under the auspices ot 
his Grace the Lord Lieutenant remaining at the head of the Irish Government, the 
Court of Directors had felt it to be their duty to perforin the principal condition imposed 
upon them ; viz. the suspension of dividend on the capital stock of the company : 

1 1 am directed by his Grace to remark, that he cannot consider the suspension of divi- 
dend upon the capital stock of the company, when there are not any clear profits from 
the revenue of the canal, in any other light than as the abandonment of a system upon 
which the Directors of the Canal could not have continued to act without exceeding the 
powers vested in them by law. And his Grace cannot admit any claim upon the support 
of the Irish Government to the application intended to be made by the company to Par- 
liament for pecuniary assistance, to be founded upon the conduct of the Directors, in thus 
abstaining from a measure which has always appeared to Ins Grace equally impolitic and 
unwarrantable. . . , 0 

I am further directed by his Grace to acquaint you, for the information ot the Court 
of Directors of the Grand Caual company, that his' Grace has had recent communication 
with His Majesty’s Ministers, upon the subject of the petition of the Grand Canal company, 
which, at the suggestion of his Grace, conveyed in Mr. Pole’s Letter of the 13th of April 
last it was intended to have presented to Parliament in the last Session of Parliament, 
and’ which his Grace concludes will be presented in the present session. 

And I am to add, that it is proposed to appoint a Committee of the House of Commons, 
at an early period after the termination of the present recess, to whose consideration the 
petition ot the Grand Canal company will be referred ; together with other matters touching 
the state of Inland Navigation in Ireland. 

The attention of the committee cannot fail to be directed to such reports as have been 
made by the Directors General of Inland Navigation, upon the affairs ot the Grand 
Canal company ; and his Grace will have much satisfaction in finding that the committee 
are enabled to concur with the Directors General in recommending to the Legislature the 
.extension of Parliamentary aid to the Grand Canal company. 

Daniel Bagot, esq. Secretary, I have, &c. 

Grand Canal Company. (Signed) Robert Ped. 

Dublin Castle, 26th February 1813. 

W. Gregory. 



No. 8.— Copy of a LETTER from Daniel Bagot, esq. Secretary to the Directors of 
the Grand Canal company, to the Right honourable Robert Peel ; dated the 30th 
January 1813. 

gj r Grand Canal House, 30th January 1813. 

HAVING laid before the Court of Directors of the Grand Canal company your letter 
•of the 2d instant in answer to mine of the 12th ultimo, acquainting me, for their information, 
that his Grace the Lord Lieutenant had had recent communication with His Majesty’s 
Ministers upon the subject of the petition of the Company, which at the suggestion of 
his Grace conveyed in Mr. Pole’s letter of the 13th of April, it was intended to have 
presented to Parliament in the last session, and which his Grace concludes will be presented 

in the present session; — ... .it , , 

I have now the honour to transmit the said petition herewith : And 1 am directed to ex- 
press the hopes of the Court of Directors that you will he pleased, m pursuance of the 
intention of your predecessor, to do them the honour to present it to the House ot Commons 
as soon after the present recess as may be deemed expedient. 

You will have the goodness, Sir, to convey to hisGrace the Lord Lieutenant the most respect- 
ful acknowledgments of the Court of Directors for the iuthnation conveyed 111 your letter, that 
his grace will have much satisfaction in finding that the committee are enabled to concur 
with the Directors General in recommending to the Legislature the extension ot parlia- 
mentary aid to the Grand Canal company. 

And the Court of Directors take this occasion to repeat their humble confidence, that his 
■Grace, having already recommended the measure to His Majesty s Ministers, will be pleased 
to further it with his gracious support. 

I have, &c. 

Eight honourable Robert Peel, (Signed) Dan. Bagot. 

&,C. &C. &C. 



No o— Copy of a REPORT of the Directors General of Inland Navigation in 
Ireland, to his Grace tire Lord Lieutenant, dated 1st Feb. 1813, enclosing the Papers 



marked (A. B. C. D. and E.). 



May it please your Grace, Navigation Office, 1st ret>. _1813- 

WE received the’honour of your Grace’s commands by the Right llonourable K. 1 eel s 
letter of the 21st November, enclosing, , _ , _ , „ > Tf 

A copy of a Report of the Court of Directors of the Grand Canal company at the halt- 
yearly Meeting of the Company on the 29th September last. 
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A Resolution entered into by the said company on the same day on the subject of the 
sinking-fund : Grand Canal. 

A Statement of Receipt and Expenditure for three years, ending 31st August 1810, V vx - — ^ 

1811, and 1812 : 

And signifying your Grace’s directions that we do take those papers into our considera- 
tion, and as soon as may be convenient report our opinion thereon, with such observations 
as we may think necessary : — 

We immediately wrote to the Directors of the Grand Canal company, and called for 
certain accounts which were necessary for the foundation of further inquiry ; and on the 
29th of December received the same, copies of which we have the honour herewith to lay 
before your Grace. They are intitled, 

J. General Account of Expenditure and Revenues six months, ending 31st Au«\ 1812 : 

2. A View of the Interest on the Debt, and of the indispensable establishment and ex- 
penditure of the Grand Canal company, including those incurred by working their Collieries; 
and also of the revenues arising from the Canal and Collieries collectively, for three years, 
ending 31st August 18x2 ; showing the annual decrease of their establishment and expendi- 
ture, and the progressive increase of their revenues : 

3. State of the Funds on the 31st August 1812. 

By appointment of the Directors we entered upon our inquiry' on the 5th of January', and 
humbly lay before your Grace such observations as have occurred to us upon the subject. 

A successful and considerable improvement appears to have been made by the Directors 
in trie regulations of their passage-boats, the revenue whereof in this half year produced a 
net receipt of six thousand one hundred and nine pounds two shillings and two pence 
halfpenny. 

The collieries have also produced a considerable net receipt, but as we cannot ascertain 
the amount with precision, we shall, in a subsequent part of this Report, state this matter 
more fully. 

The tolls in the last, half year produced three thousand eight hundred and ninety-six 
pounds eleven shillings and three-pence less than in the preceding half year, which may 
very well have been occasioned by the interruption to the trade from the accidental and 
temporary failure of one of the locks, and from the other circumstances mentioned in the 
Directors Report; nevertheless the receipt of the tolls in the entire year, ending 31st August 

1812, exceeded the amount for the preceding year, ending 31st August 181 1, by a s um 
of three thousand nine hundred and fifty-nine pounds four shillings and ten-pence. 

The Directors, in their Report to the Company, state “ That their expenditure, and the 
“ interest of their debt for the last half year, ending on the 31st day of August, amounted 
“ to fifty-two thousand two hundred and forty-nine pounds four shillings and eight pence 
“ halfpenny, and that their revenues for that period amounted to fifty-three thousand four 
“ hundred and forty-three pounds twelve shillings and one penny, leaving a surplus in favour 
“ of the company for that half year of one thousand one hundred and ninety-four pounds 
“ seven shillings and four pence halfpenny.” 

The general account drawn up by the book-keeper differs somewhat from this statement, 
and shows an exceeding of only one thousand and sixty-five pounds eighteen shillings and 
eight pence halfpenny. The differences are of little consequence, and proceed from greater 
accuracy in rendering the later account. But it appears from that account that the balance 
is struck only upon what is distinguished as the permanent expenditure and receipt, and 
does not include the temporary expenditure of one thousand two hundred and forty-four 
pounds eleven shillings and an halfpenny, or the casual receipts of ninety-two pounds three 
shillings and ten pence halfpenny. These are sums of actual expenditure and receipt, and 
in our humble opinion ougnt always to be included in any comparative statement of general 
expenditure and receipt. Had that been done, the Directors would have stated to the com- 
pany that there was not any surplus, but a deficiency of eighty-six pounds eight shillings 
and five pence halfpenny in their income to supply the expenses of the half year. It is 
true that upon a careful inspection and consideration of the account what we have now 
stated would have appeared ; but although the account be laid upon the table it is proba- 
ble that the Directors Report being read aloud is njore attended to, and it seldom happens 
in the hurry of so numerous an assembly that much inquiry is made into the particulars of 
an account. We therefore humbly repeat the opinion we had the honour to submit to 
your Grace in our Report of the 19th February 1812, that an explicit disclosure of the state 
(whatever it may be) of the Company’s affairs should be made to them by the Directors in 
writing, in their Reports at the halt-yearly Meetings of the Company, which should be 
printed, and a copy delivered to every proprietor, at least ten days before the day of decision 
thereupon, that the company may have reasonable time to consider the subject at large, 
and what resolutions or regulations may be proper for them to confirm or bring for- 
ward. 

Another article in the general account is also open to observation, viz. the receipt under 
the item of Collieries, Fouxteen thousand three hundred and twenty-seven pounds fifteen 
shillings and five pence. It appears in evidence, that in that sum is included three thou- 
sand and ninety-five pounds eight shillings value estimated at twelve shillings the ton upon 
five thousand one hundred and fifty-nine tons of coals not yet sold, the real value whereof 
might have been fairly estimated at twenty shillings the ton. In the account of the state of 
the funds, thirteen thousand pounds is stated as the value of coals on hand, and in that 
quantity are included the same five thousand one hundred and fifty-nine tons, which in the 
general account swell the item of receipt by an amount of three thousand and ninety-five 
79 - D pound* 
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T. pounds eight shillings. This item is stated in the same manner as had been done in former 
^Grant i CanaK accounts ; and upon which we offered our sentiments in our Report of the 19th May 1812. 

We still think that a double credit ought hot to be taken for the same article, viz. in one 

account as stock on hand not sold, and in another as actual revenue balancing actual expen- 
diture : Again, as stock on hand, the coals are valued at twenty shillings the ton, but as 
revenue, at no more than twelve shillings ; all this creating a confusion, which it is acknow- 
ledged cannot be reconciled. We therefore repeat our opinion, that one account laid before 
the company should, under as many distinct heads as they may desire, clearly and simply 
state and compare the whole of the expenditure and receipt ; and that another account 
should stote the means in hand to show tne standing sufficiency of the undertaking. We 
will not question that upon a strict investigation of the colliery account, from the first it 
might appear that the sales on the collieries have been duly brought into account, but upon 
the face of the present half-year’s account it seems to us evident that the actual revenue or 
receipt on that article is stated three thousand and ninety-five pounds eight shillings too 
high, in which case the deficiency of revenue must be stated to have been three thousand 
one hundred and eighty- one pounds sixteen shillings and five pence halfpenny, instead of a 
surplus of one thousand one hundred and ninety-four pounds seven shillings and four pence 
halfpenny, as reported by the Directors. — That this item was so stated in order to show 
the produce of the collieries, is not in our opinion a sufficient cause for the mode adopted 
every other item in the account, whether of expenditure or receipt, is a statement of cash, 
though the word cash be not made use of; the totals, balances and comparisons, are all struck 
in the form of a cash account. It is by no means necessary that the item should be stated 
as it is in order to show the produce, because the value of coals raised in the half year, 

. above the quantity actually sold, might easily be shown by a marginal note, or might have 
been stated at large in the Directors Report; their object might thus have been accomplished, 
and the half-year’s account remained clear ; at present it is not transparent, if we may be 
allowed the expression. 

The company have not concluded upon any proposition, nor have they received any pro- 
posal for the sale of their collieries since our former inquiries. 

The Directors report, “ that, considering that an actual agreement has been arranged bc- 
“ tween the company and government for the grant of one hundred and fifty thousand 
“ pounds, upon condition (among others) that they should be restricted from making any 
“ dividend on their capital stock, except from their clear profits, after paying all the expenses 
“ of the Canal, and the full legal interest upon their loans ; and also upon condition that the 
“ company shall add fifty thousand pounds to the said grant, to be applied towards the 
“ liquidation of their debt ; and taking into consideration the present state of the com- 
“ pany’s funds as before mentioned, under all the circumstances the Directors do not think 
“ it would be prudent or expedient to declare any dividend for the last half year.” 

The latter part of this paragraph seems to involve the former confusion of the powers of 
the company, and of the court of directors. We conceive that, without any new inhibi- 
tion, the company, and still less the court of directors have not power to declare or 
make a dividend except out of the clear profits. We consider the court of directors 
to be bound, under the trust reposed in them, to declare in their half-yearly reports to the 
company what sum of clear profits, if any, be in hand, out of which a dividend may be 
made by the company, and that it belongs solely to the company at large to consider 
whether it would be prudent or expedient to order any, and what, proportion of dividend 
to be paid out of such declared sum of clear profits for the half year ; and if there be 

not clear profits, no sum can be divided. We think it would have been more correct if 

they had stated the fact directly and explicitly, that the charge of interest, and their dis- 
bursements in that halt-year, exceeded the receipt of all their income, so that they had not 
any clear profit for dividend. We have already submitted our opinion that their accounts 
should state the total of their entire disbursement, and the total of their entire receipt, striking 
the balance thereon, whether of surplus or deficiency ; and we have stated the grounds of 

our opinion on this point so fully in our former reports that we should not now have 

returned to the subject, if the Directors had not expressed themselves so as to admit an 
impression that, if it zeere not for the circumstance ? stated, they might have made a de- 
claration of dividend as formerly. Hereafter we presume the purpose of the law will be 
clearly declared by positive prohibition with penal provisions. 

The present capital stock of the company is five hundred and seventy-four thousand 
one hundred pounds, which, w ith thirteen thousand two hundred pounds of shares un- 
issued, and twelve thousand seven hundred pounds purchased with what was called the 
sinking-fund, makes six hundred thousand pounds. 

By the resolution of the company of the 29th of September last, the sinking-fund 
formerly created is abolished, and the amount placed at the disposal of the Court of 
Directors for the general purposes of the company. The unissued and the purchased 
stock, amounting to twenty-five thousand nine hundred pounds w'ill not be sent into the 
market at a disadvantage, but remains in the power of the Directors, to be disposed of when 
they shall think it expedient. 

The state of the company’s funds on the 31st August last gives the sinking-fund, as 
it stood at the last meeting, twenty-four thousand and fifty-three pounds eighteen shillings 
and sixpence halfpenny ; but as that meeting was held so long ago as the 28th of March 
last, and as the sinking-fund had been since abolished, and the Grand Canal stock pur- 
chased by that fund had been vested in the Court of Directors, to be applied to the 
general purposes of the company, we thought it requisite on the 5th of January to desire 
a state of the funds to be made up to the 1st January 1813 ; and having received the 
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•aid account, and this day examined thereinto, we herewith lay a copy thereof before 

your Grace. ( 

Jt appears that the funds in hand did then consist of Government stock /. s. d. v 

at 3 £ percent, and interest thereon, valued at 48,411 7 6 

In their Treasurer’s hands - - - _ - _ _ _ 8* , ii < i 10 q 

And coals unsold, valued at 26 s. per ton - - - - - . 13^127 . J- 

Making together the sum of 69,851 18 3 i 



Exclusive of twelve thousand seven hundred pounds in shares of Grand Canal stock, pur- 
chased by the late sinking-fund ; and eleven thousand pounds in shares not issued of the 
last subscription, with two thousand two hundred pounds, shares not issued upon former 
subscriptions. These may be issued at the discretion of the Court of Directors, but the 
accountant has not affixed their value, which cannot be stedfastly ascertained until the 
Legislature shall have decided upon their petition. 

The treasurer’s claim of five thousand nine hundred and fifty-nine pounds fourteen 
shillings and ten pence, mentioned in our Report of the 19th May last, has not been yet 
settled, and still stands included in the balance of eight thousand three hundred and 
thirteen pounds ten shillings and nine pence, stated to be in his hands. 

Owing to an error in casting up the totals the fund at the company’s disposal is stated 
in the Directors Report to be seventy-one thousand five hundred and thirty-seven 
pounds, eleven shillings and five pence, instead of seventy-four thousand five hundred 
and thirty-seven pounds, eleven shillings and five pence. 

The prospect ot the company’s aftairs is very promising.: agriculture is in a constant 
progress ot increase. The Court of Directors do not abate in their attention to economy, 
and to improvement in the various branches of their management ; and upon the whole we 
entertain no doubt, that with the aid of Parliament, and with legislative provisions for 
securing a steady observance of their regulated duties, the prosperity of the company 
will be perfectly established to their increasing advantage, and to the general benefit of 
the United Kingdom. 

All which is submitted to your Grace’s consideration, with the utmost duty and 
respect by, J 

His Grace the Lord Lieutenant, 

&c. Sa c. Sac. 



Your Grace’s most obedient 

and most humble servants, 

(Signed) S. Hamilton, R. Rutledge, M. Burke. 



No. 9.— (A.) 

GRAND CANAL COMPANY’S General Account of Expenditure and Revenues for 
six months, ending 31st August 1812. 



To Interest on £. 249,000 Loan Debentures, six 
months, due 29th Sept. 1812, at 2 per 

- D* 3 per 



To Interest on £. 9 ! 8,750 



To Tolls - Drawbacks - 



To Passage Boats - 
Repairs of Passage Boats - 
General Harbour Returns - 
Incidents 

Charges General - 

Charges on Docks and circular Line - 

Salaries 

Stationery 

Rents payable - 

Repairs of Locks - 

Repairs of old Line - 

Repairs of Shannon Line - - 

Turnpike 

Hotel at Portobello, Revenue Account - 
Hotel at Robertstown - D° - 
Hotel at Tullamore - - D° - 
Hotel at Shannon Harbour D® 
.Collieries - 



4.98o - 
27,562 1 



4.230 1 
130 

724 - 

736 - 
1,209 
282 1 
1,929 - 
*34 
3ii 

654 1 
370 1 
687 

24.1 
144 1 



7,547 >6 io£ 



b b fTo Banagher Line ... 

2 -^J Kildare Caual - 

§• g \ Purchase of Lands, Kildare Canal 
S o-l River Shannon Navigation - 
W (. Law Expenses - 



25 4 9 
649 1 7 
”3 3 — 
57 1 
400 



'9.714 4 
1,065 1* 



53.3*2 12 11} 
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No. 9. — A. — ( continued.) 



y Interest on Government Stock ------ 

By Tolls ------- 22,4.57 '7 8 2 

Passage Boats ----- 10,4.70 3 

Parcels and Luggage - - - - 11314 7“ 

. Dpckage - - - - - 112 15 a|- 

g Floating and graving Docks - - - 1,087 5 io| 

= Fines - - - - - - - 175 13 11 

£ Wharfage ------ 101 — 5 

“ Turnpike ------ 145 10 3^ 

= \ Traders for repairs of Boats - - - 7*3 — " 

5 Hotel at Portobello, Revenue Account - 208 — — 

5 Hotel at Robertstown - D° - - 25 9 — 

p Hotel at Tullamore - - D° - - 105 1 10 

* Hotel at Shannon Harbour D* - - 225 

Rents receivable ----- 1,963 5 1 

Pipe Water - - - - - 750 — — 

Collieries ------ 14,327 15 5 



f^By James Ormsby - 
| Sir James Bond 

L Boat, No. 284, sold - 



5 th January, 1813. 

Sworn before me, 

(Signed) S. Hamilton. 



The above is a true Account. 

(Signed) E. Geoghegan, Book\ 



A view of the INTEREST on the DEBT, and of the indispensable Establishment and Expenditure 
of the Grand Canal Company, including those incurred by working their Collieries; and also of the 
Revenues arising from the Canal and Collieries collectively, for three years, ending 31st August 1812 : 
Showing the annual Decrease of their Establishment ahd Expenditure, and the progressive Increase of 
their Revenues. 

Expenditure, 'Establishment, and I £. t. d. 

Interest for one year, ending 31st > 114,342 1 6| 

August, 1810 - - 

Revenues - - D° - - D* - 80,624 * £• *• d. 

■ 33,718 — 4 Deficit in year ending 31st August 1810. 



Expenditure, Establishment, and! 

Interest, for one year, ending 31st J- 107,095 17 5 
August, 1811- - - -J 



Expenditure, Establishment, and! 

Interest for one year, ending 31st >■ 104,620 3 1 
August 1812 



7,246 4 1 J Decrease of Expenditure and Establish- 
ment in the year ending 31st August 
1811. 

8,194 J Deficit in year ending 31st August 181 1. 

18,277 16 2 Increase of Revenue in year ending 31st 
August 1811. 



2,475 14 4 Decrease of Expenditure and Establish- 
ment in year ending 31st August 1812* 
compared with August 1811. 

9,721 18 si D° - - D° - - 1810. 

6,403 13 10 Surplus in-year ending 31st August 1812. 

12,121 18 6J Increase of Revenue in year ending 31st 
August 1812, compared with year 
ending 31st August 1811. 

30,39915 8£ D° - 31st August 1810. 
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No. 9. — B. — ( continued.) 

A CCU:,. u ative View of the Half Year ending 31st August 1811, and the Half Year ending 31st August 1812; 



Expenditure, Establishment, and Interest, 7 
six months, ending 31st August 1 8 1 1 j 



£. s. d. 

52,946 1 i£ 



Revenues, six months, ending - ) 
ending 31st August 1811 - 3 



- D° - - 31st August 1812 - 52,256 14 3 D° - - 31st August 1812 



Decrease of Expenditure in six months, ) 
31st August 1812 - - - -J 



5th January 1813, 

Sworn before me, 

(Signed) S. Hamilton. 



. Increase of Revenue, six months 7 
« >«4 ending 31st August, 181*2 * 

The above is a true Account. 

(Signed) E. Gcoghrgtrn, Book r , 



GRAND CANAL COMPANY. 



STATE of the FUNDS on the 31st August 1812. 

£. s. d. 

Sinking Fund, as it stood at last Meeting ------ 24,053 18 6f 

Government Stock <£.3 j per cent. <£.45,596 15s. at f 

£.71 per - • - - - - - <£.32,829 3 2 > 37,483 12 io§ 

Balance in the Treasurer’s hands - 4,654 9 8] 3 

Coals on hand - - - - - - - - - - 33,000 

Grand Canal Stock, as stated at last Meeting - - - - . - 18,160 



£.92,697 11 5 



This is a true Account, subject to such explanations as I am ready to give. 



5th January 1813. 

Sworn before me, 

(Signed) S. Hamilton. 



Edxsf Geoghegan. 
Book\ 



(D.) — Copy of the Evidence given before the Directors General of Inland Navigation, No. 9; 
on their Enquiry into the Affairs of the Grand Canal Company. 

Grand Canal House, Tuesday, 5th January 1813 : — Present, Right honourable S. 

Hamilton, and Mich 1 Burke, esq. Directors General ; Nicholas Fanning, James 
Dawson, and Joseph Husband, esqrs. Directors of the Grand Canal Company. 

Edward Geoghegan, esq. Bookkeeper, sworn, and examined. Mr Geogbega 

Grand Canal general Account of Expenditure and Revenue for six months, 
ending 31st August 1812. 

A comparative Account for three years ending 31st August 1812, of the 
Expenditure and Revenue of the Grand Canal Company. 

Mr. Geoghegan attested those two Accounts. 

The receipt upon the collieries is ,£.14,327 15s. 5c?.; is that money actually received 
for the collieries, or is any part of it for coals on hand ? — A part of it is for coals on hand. 

How much? — <£.3,095 8s. 

What is the quantity of coals ? — 5,159 tons, valued at 12s. per ton. 

In the account of the state of the funds, the coals on hand are valued at £. 13,000 ; is any 
part of that sum, and how much, included as received under the article of collieries of 
<£.14,327 35 s - 5 d. ? — In the sum of <£. 14,327 35 *- 5 d - I have taken credit for the sum 
of £. 5,095 8 s. the amount of 5,159 tons of coals, being the quantity remaining unsold of 
that raised within the last six months, because I conceive the expense of raising that quan- 
tity of coal is included in the sum of <£.7,547 16 s. 10 f d. on the debit of the account. 

The value, as you have mentioned, being stated at 12 s. per ton, suppose they should be 
sold at 20s. per ton, as you think they might, how would you reconcile the two different 
•prices ? — 1 could not reconcile them ; I cannot make twelve twenty ; and if I had not stated 
the account as it is stated, I should not in my opinion have fulfilled my duty as accountant 
to. the Grand Canal company. I could have stated it at 20 s. and think I was making a fair 
account. 

Do you conceive that the sum credited in that item did in so much anticipate the revenue 
of the company? — I have already stated that it was a sum not received. 

Was any part of the 13,000 tons of coals purchased ? — No part of that 13,000 tons was 
purchased. 

Was any part of the coals included in the item of £. 14,327 15 s. 5 d. purchased ? — There 
was a trifling quantity, and the amount is included in the sum of <£. 7,547 1 6 s. 10J d. on 
the debit side of the account, or iu some previous account. 

79- fi (By 
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papers relating to the 

J* [By Ml-. Fanning.'] Look to the account intitled, General Account of Expenditure and 

prana CanaU Revenues for the six months ending 31st August 1812. Do you think that account would 
MrCtoebeean have been ™ itseb a J ust or true account of the company’s allairs for six months, which it 
s * ' purports to be, if you had not taken credit for the value of the quantity of coals raised 
within that period ? — I do not think it would be a just account if I did not slate what 
the colliery produced within these six months, and in so doing I have taken credit for 
*£.3,095 8 s. the amount of coal remaining unsold, as I have before stated, which I believe 
is not their full value. 

Is there in that account any statement of the sinking-fund, Government stock, balance in 
the treasurer’s hands, coals on hand, or Grand Canal stock, stated in the account of the state 
. . of the funds ? — There is not, except as 1 have already stated with respect to coals. 

What is the title of the account ? — General Account of Expenditure and Revenues. 

Ho you conceive that that purports to be an account of the company’s affairs ? — It is an 
account of their affairs, showing the expenditure on their works, and the revenues arising 
from them. 

Ho you conceive it to be a money account ? — No, the term cash is not introduced in the 
whole account. 

Do you conceive the column of expenditures to denote cash ? — They have been paid in 
cash. 

Do you conceive the column of revenues to denote cash, except as has been mentioned 
in the item of collieries ? — They have been received in money. 

In that account there is a balance of £. 1,065 18 s. 8\d . ; in the striking of that balance 
did you include the temporary expenditure, amounting to ,£. 1,244 ns. o \d ?. — I did not. 

In the half year’s account ending February 1812, among the casual receipts was a sum of 
«£■ 2,999 7 s. i Id. from whence did that receipt arise? — It was a sum received from the 
treasury by a certificate from the Directors General, and therefore was not included in the 
‘receipt of revenue. 

[Mr. Geoghegan attested the account of the state of the funds of the Grand Canal 
company on the 31st August 1812.] 

The first article is sinking-fund, as it stood at the last meeting, £. 24,053 18s. 6\d. can 
you 'state what it is now ? — 1 cannot immediately, but will make it out. 

Will you be good enough to make up an account of the state of the company’s funds to 
the 1st of January ? — I shall. 

In May last the company owed to the bank of Ireland, a sum of £. 20,00a; how does that 
debt stand now ? — ‘It has been paid oft'. 

[By Mr. Fanning ]. Is there any credit taken for coals in the general account of receipts 
and expenditure, but for those which were actually raised within the six months ?— There 
is not. 

(Signed) Edward Geoghegan, 
Book r . 

Grand Canal House, Wednesday 6th January 1813: — Present, Right honourable 
S. Hamilton, James Dawson, esq. Alderman M‘ Kenny, William Hutton, Nich* 
Fanning, and Hugh Hamilton, esqrs. Directors bf the Grand Canal Company. 

Mr. Bagel. Daniel Bagot, esq. Secretary, sworn and examined. 

Copy of the Report of the Court of Directors at the half-yearly Meeting, on the 
29th day of September 1812, was presented to Mr.. Bagot. 

Is this a true copy ? — It is. 

What was the expense of the repairs of the 22d lock, on the Athy line ?— I do not know 
' it is in the bookkeepers department ; I believe that it exceeded ^.600. 

What was the delay ? — Mr. Stokes the acting engineer informs me that it was three 
weeks and four days. 

The Report states, that the increase of the income in the year ending 31st August 1812 

• was £.6,531 11 s. 6d. of which the sum of <,£..55337 15s. i \ d. was included in the divi- 
dend, made on the 25th day of March last; out of what fund was the remainder of the 
dividend paid?— -I believe out of the remainder of the subscription entered into by the 
company, pursuant to their resolutions of the 22d January 1810; mixed with the current 
revenues, while the dividend was in a course of payment. 

Has the company received or concluded upon any proposition for the sale of their col- 
lieries? — They have not concluded upon any proposition, nor have they received any proposal 
since those mentioned in my former examination. 

In the resolution of the company on the 29th September last, the company recom- 
mend to the Directors that they should use every exertion in their power to prevent the 
stock purchased by the sinking-fund from being again put into circulation. What do you 
conceive to have been the object of the company in making that recommendation to the 

• Directors r— I conceive that their purpose or meaning was, that the Grand Canal Stock 
purchased with the sinking-fund should not come again into the market ; and the Directors 
have for the present caused the several shares of Grand Canal Stock so purchased, 
amounting to £. 12,700, to be cancelled, being four shares of £. 250 each, and one hundred 
and seventeen shares of £. ido each. 

Do you conceive that the sinking so much of the stock is contrary to the resolutions of 
the company in January 1810, which were to raise the. capital to £. 600,000 ?-*-I do not 

conceive 
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conceive it to be contrary to that part which relates to the sinking-fund, which was created - J- 
for gradually reducing the capital stock of the company to its former amount; vis. faran ° 

£. 400,000. Cut by the resolutions of the 22d January 1810, the Directors have power to Mr ^ 
issue and sell, for the benefit of the Company, so many stock shares as, together with those ' ■* 

added to the stock by means of that subscription should be necessary, or sufficient to make 
up the capital st;ock of the company £.600,000, which power I conceive is still vested 
in the Directors to be exercised whenever they may deem expedient. 

What is at present the total amount of your capital ? — About £. 574,100, the difference 
between which, and the sum of £. 600,000, consists of £. 13,200 unissued, as stated in my 
former evidence, and of the £. 12,700 purchased with the sinking-fund, and cancelled as 
above mentioned, which stock amounting to £. 25,900, I consider to be part of the 
disposable funds of the Company. t 

[ 13 y Mr. Fanning .] Do you mean to say by the £. 12,700 stock being cancelled that 
it is not at the discretion or' the Directors to issue, at some future period, new stock shares 
to the amount of the stock so cancelled ?— By no means. 

Are we now to understand that the principle of the sinking-fund, as established by the 
company in their resolution of 22d January 1810, is abolished r — I conceive so, and that the 
new stock to be issued to make up £. 600,000 must be under the general power before 
mentioned, and not to make part of any sinking-fund. 

(Signed) Daniel Bagot. 

Grand Canal House, Monday, 1st February 1813: — President, Bight honourable 
J. Hamilton, Robert Ruttledge, and Mich 1 Burke, esquires, Directors General; 

Nickplas Fanning, esquire, one of the Directors of the Grand Canal Company. 

Mr. Geoghegan’ s examination resumed. 

Mr. Geoghegan attested the account of the state of the funds on the 1st January 1813. Mr.Geogtegai, 

The sum of £. 8,313 10s. 9 d. is therein stated to be in the hands of the Treasurer; is 
his claim, mentioned in the former examination, settled ?— It is not. 

Are the expenditures and receipts on the river Shannon included in the general account? 

— Whatever toils have been received are included in the half year’s general accounts under 
the head of tolls; but they are very trifling, and I do not believe that thev exceeded five 
pounds in the half year. 

You have put no value on the Grand Canal Stock stated in the account, why ? — Because 
the Directors would not part with it at the present price. 

(Signed) Edzcard Geoghegan. 

Mr. Bagot’s examination resumed. 

How-much Grand Canal Stock remains unissued of subscriptions previous to January- Mr. Bagot. 
I810 ? — Stock to the amount of about £. 2,200, which I consider to be a portion of the 
funds disposable by the Directors. 

What tolls are collected upon the river Shannon? — At present there is no Shannon toll 
collected on goods carried to or from Dublin, that is on any boats plying on the Shannon 
and also on the Grand Canal to or from that city, with this exception in respect of Dublin* 
the tolls to which the company are entitled on the Shannon, the amount of which I believe 
to be very inconsiderable, were ordered to be levied by a resolution of the Directors, dated 
7th November 1810. 

(Signed) Daniel Bagot. . 

Mr. Geoghegan’ s examination resumed. 

(By Mr. Fanning.'] With reference to vour evidence of the 5th January, in which you Mr.Geogbegan,^ 
have stated that you could have taken credit for the coals at twenty shillings Instead of 
twelve, will you have the goodness to explain your reasons for not doing so? — i considered 
twelve shillings to be about the sum which each ton of coals stood the company in, and 
that they would sell for twenty ; and whatever they sold for more than I stated them would 
make the next half year’s account by so much the better. 

Did you take credit for the coals in the former accounts at the same rate? — We took 
credit for them at twenty shillings. 

[By Mr. Fanning.'] In the report of the 29th September last, the fund at the Company’s 
disposal was stated at 71,537 ns. $d. when it should have been /. 74,537 1 is. 5c?. explain 
the cause of the difference:— It was an error in casting up the tolafof the different items. 

(Sighed) Edzcard Geoghegan. 

The foregoing is a true copy of the evidence givcu before the Directors General of Inland 
Navigation, on their inquiry into the affairs of the Graud Canal company. 

Navigation Office, (Signed) Trait Trench, See', 

xst Feb. 1813. 
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PAPERS RELATING TO TIIE 

* No. 9.--(E.) 

GRAND CANAL COMPANY. 



State of the FUNDS on the ist January 1813. 

£• s- d. 



„ £■ s. a. 

Government Stock 3^ per cent. ,£.64,773 

i4«. Ad. at 73 per - - - - 47,284 16 9 

Interest six months, 24 December on D° 1,126 10 9J 

In the hands of the right honourable 
, D. Latouche and Co. Treasurers - 

Grand Canal Stock, purchased by sinking- 

fund ______ 12,700 — — 

Grand Canal stock, not issued of last sub - 

scriptions - _____ n }0 oo 

Coals on hands 13,127 tons, at 20s. per 
ton 



48,411 7 6|| 

8,313 10 9 



56,724 18 3 1 



13,127 — - 



6 9$5 1 18 3^ 



Sworn before me, 

istFebr 1813. (Signed) S. Hamilton. 



(Signed) Edze 1 Geoghegan, 

Book'. 



No. 10. — Copy of a LETTER from the Right honourable Robert Peel, to Daniel 
Bagot, esq. dated 4th February 1813. 

S* r > - Dublin Castle, 4th February 1813. 

I have received your letter of the 30th ultimo, transmitting the Petition of the Grand 
Canal company; and in compliance with the request of the Court of Directs of the 
Grand Canal company therein contained, l shall take an opportunity, so soon after my 
arrival in London as it may be expedient, to present the Petition to the House or Commons, 
and to move that it be referred to a Committee of the House, to be appointed to take into 
consideration that and other matters touching the state of Inland Navigation in Ireland. 

Daniel Bagot, Esq. I am, &c. 

Secretary to the Grand Canal company. (Signed) R. Peel. 



No. 11.— Copy of a LETTER from Daniel Bagot, esq. Secretary to the Directors 
of the Grand Canal company, to the Right honourable Robert Peel ; dated 6th 
February 1813— inclosing the Papers marked (A. B. C. & D.) 

Sir, Grand Canal House, 6th February 1813. 

Conceiving it to be our duty to submit some matters to the consideration of his Grace 
the Lord Lieutenant, and considering your office as the proper medium of any com- 
munication from us to his Grace, we beg leave to state to you, that about the month of 
August last there came into our hands (being transmitted to us from London) a publication 
in print, intitled, “ Papers relating to the Royal Canal company,” ordered by the House of 
Commons to be printed, 27th June 1812; and that about the’ month of October last, and 
not earlier, there came to our hands, in like manner, another publication, intitled, “ Papers 
“ relating to Inland Navigations in Ireland,” ordered by the House of Commons to be 
printed, 2 2d July 1812. 

From these publications we received the first information, not only of several matters in 
which we conceive the Grand Canal company to be essentially interested, but of others in 
•respect whereof the propriety of our own conduct as their Court of Directors is in some 
degree called in question. 

We, in the first place, allude to the earliest of the before-mentioned Publications, con- 
sisting principally, or partly, of a Report of the Directors General of Inland Navigation in 
Ireland, to his Grace the Lord Lieutenant, dated 24th February 1812, upon certain Papers 
relating to the Royal Canal company, referred by his Grace to the consideration of that 
Board ; but which Report, we beg leave to observe, appears to relate nearly, if not altogether, 
as much to the conduct and affairs of the Graud Canal company as to those of the Royal 
Canal company. 

The other documents to which we principally allude arc the two several Reports of the 
Directors General on the affairs of the Grand Canal company, made to his Grace on the 
19th day of February, and 19th day of May, 1812; of which, though immediately 
relating to that company whose afiairs are intrusted to our management, we had no know- 
ledge or intimation whatever Until at the time hereinbefore mentioned we saw them in 
the last of the said Publications. 

But on perusal of the said Reports of 19th of February and 19th of May last, we feel 
it to be our duty to submit to his Grace’s consideration some remarks thereon, and to 

extend 
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extend them in some measure to the former one, and to the observations of the directors I. 
general on the memorial of the Grand Canal company to them, against the continuation, Gra nd Canal, 
with the aid of public money, of the Royal Canal from Coolnahay to Ballymahon, in its' ^ " 

progress to Tarmonbury. And this we consider the more necessary, as we find that our 
forbearing to controvert the statements, opinions and reasonings of the directors general 
in their former Reports, has been relied on as an admission of their being incontrovertible, 

(as in page 224, among others of the last publication) but more especially because, on the 
conference with which you were pleased to honour a deputation from our Board, we 
learned that, from the general tenor of said Reports, and of the other documents published 
therewith, you were, in common with many other persons, led to infer that a matter of very 
^considerable moment had formed one of the conditions upon which it had been proposed 
or finally agreed to grant a sum pf one hundred and fifty thousand pounds to the Grand 
Canal company, in pursuance of Mr. Pole’s letter of the 13th day of April last, viz.; 
that the Grand Canal company should discontinue their opposition to the extension of the 
Royal Canal, by means or with the aid of public money, to the river Shannon at Tarmon- 
bury by the way of Ballymahon, or by any other line approaching towards, or being 
injurious to the Grand Canal. 

Ibis fact we not only feel ourselves bound to deny, but we wish in the most respectful 
manner to controvert the reasoning of the directors general, on which you may have been 
led to draw such an inference. 

By the last of the before-mentioned publications (pages 3 and 7) it is suggested or 
insinuated that the Grand Canal company are, in their opposition to such proposed extension 
of the Royal Canal, influenced by a wish to monopolize the market of Dublin, and the 
supplying Great Britain with corn, &c. the produce of Ireland. 

They are thereby -(page 104.) at least indirectly charged with having sought to destroy 
the rival prosperity of another canal. 

The charge made against our Board and the Grand Canal company, of having acted 
illegally in the declaring and making of dividends, is repeated in page 224 of the last of 
said publications ; being contained in the Report of the directors general of the 19th of 
February 181 2, being long subsequent to the date of the opinions of the two principal 
law officers of the Crown stated in that publication. 

By the before-mentioned Report of the 19th day of May 1812, the propriety and correct- 
ness of the Accounts furnished by our Board to the Grand Canal company at their half- 
yearly meetings, are called in question, and in observing on the Account furnished by us 
of the company’s expenditure and revenues in the six months ending the 29th day of 
February 1812, it is expressly alleged that said Account contains erroneous statements, 
similar to those before submitted to his Grace’s observation; it being at the same time 
left altogether uncertain, whether such supposed erroneous statements were made intentionally 
or by mistake. 

To these serious charges, made not only against the Grand Canal company as a Corpora- 
tion, but particularly against our Board, we conceive that we ought not to give even a 
seeming sanction by our silence, and more especially as our hitherto withholding an answer 
to some of them, has been relied upon as admission of their truth. 

As to the opinion which has lately prevailed, that the Grand Canal company, notwith- 
standing the decision in their favour of his Grace in Council on the late appeal to him, have 
consented or determined to discontinue their opposition to the extension, by the aid of 
public money, of the Royal Canal to the river Shannon at Tarmonbury, by the way of Bally- 
mahon, or by any line nearly parallel or approaching to the Grand Canal, or which would 
be injurious to it, and whereby they w ould in effect waive or relinquish the benefit of that 
decision, and the clause in the Act of Parliament of the fortieth year of the reign of His pre- 
sent Majesty, whereon, as we conceive, that decision was founded ; we must, in the first place, 
say that such an opinion or report is not authorized by any declaration or act of the Grand 
Canal company, or of our Board ; xhat the discontinuing such opposition formed no part of the 
conditions to be annexed to the grant recommended by his Grace to be made to the Grand 
Canal company ; that any grant to the Royal Canal company for that or any other pur- 
pose was not mentioned in the course of the negotiation which led to the before-mentioned 
arrangement; and that the Grand Canal company and our Board were then altogether 
ignorant that any grant to the Royal Canal company, for that or any other purpose, was in 
the contemplation of His Majesty’s government, or of the Directors General. And as to this 
subject, we beg leave to call your attention to that part of our Report made to the Grand 
Canal company at their halt-yearly meeting on the 28th day of September 1811, (included 
in the last of the before-mentioned publications, p. 216.) in which, after stating that the 
judgment pronounced on the before-mentioned appeal, as we understood, established, or 
rather was founded on the principle that no public money should be granted in aid of the 
making or extending any canal or inland navigation, which would be injurious to any pre- 
existing one; and, after disclaiming that hostility to the Royal Canal company, ana that 
wish for monopoly which had been imputed to us; we expressed our confidence that, in any 
grant of public money applicable to the extension of the Royal Canal, justice and good 
policy would induce His Majesty’s government to adhere to the before-mentioned principle; 
and at the same time recommending it to the Grand Canal company to promptly, explicitly, 
and publicly avow their determination to claim the benefit of that decision, ana to humbly, 
but firmly insist on an adherence to the principle of it. 

Under these circumstances, we suppose that the before-mentioned opinion or report in 
that respect, may be founded on that part of the Report of the directors general to lu» 

Grace the Lord Lieutenant, bearing date the 19th day of February last, (page 229 of the 

79. V ' last 
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°^ tl,e 5 e f ore A t ” en f‘“ n ' id publications) wherein they mention that they thinlt the deter. 
Grand Lanai- mination of the Grand Canal company, to oppose the legal progress of the Koval Canal to 
Xarmonbury is inconsiderate, and very ill-timed, in the moment when they resort to 
Government tor aid to relieve them from the personal embarrassment which the past ill- 
management of their affairs lias occasioned ; and upon a presumption that the Grand Canal 
company had been influenced by. the inference to be drawn from that observation 

But we have reason to believe that the before-mentioned opinion is principally founded 
on that part of the Report of the directors general to his Grace, dated 24th February 
last, (oasre a or the first of the n»hi;w:/w«.s .,,1 — .1 3 



an y particular place, and that they are at liberty to choqge the cheapest and most ad van- 
tage-ous course, and that they (the directors general) do not think the Grand Canal com- 
pany have a right to obstruct the Royal Canal company in such their progress to Tannon- 
• jfjy; l “®y» the directors general, at the same time asserting, that “though the Grand 
Canal company has such right, it is given up by their contract with that Board, for com- 
‘ P Iptln § the navigation of the Shannon, in which they engage that nothing therein con- 
tained shall be construed to prevent or preclude any person or persons, w bo were then by 
‘ titled, to make any navigable communication or communications with the river 
Shannon, on the eastern or left bank thereof.” 

And here give us leave to express our hopes that you will excuse our reciting at lar^e the 
whole of the loregoing passage, contained in that public document, which we have thought 
it necessary to do, not only by reason of its appearing to us to be the principal foundation 
ol the opinion or report before alluded to, but because the insertion thereof in that public 
document is, as we admit, the principal reason of our now taking the liberty of addressin" 
you. ' ' » 



That the Royal Canal company are entitled by their charter, and one or more statutes 
to carry their navigation from Mullingar to Tarmonbury at their own expense, considering 
tne matter to depend solely on a question as to their legal right to do so, we do not at pr£ 
sent controvert ; but that they are free from any obligation to lead it (even if executed at 
their own sole expense) by any particular place, or that they are at liberty to choose the 
cheapest course, and that most advantageous to themselves, that is to say, without regard 
to any injury that may be thereby done to the Grand Canal company, we (though perhaps 
not now necessary) do absolutely deny. We do assert and humbly insist that, by one of 
said statutes, viz. statute 30th of the reign of His present Majesty, chapter 20, they were and 
remain under an obligation to conduct their canal according to the line and in the manner 
delineated and described in and by the map thereof by that statute mentioned to have been 
lodged with the clerk of the House of Commons, and according to which line and map 
that canal was originally laid out, and for the execution whereof accordingly the necessary' 
lands were purchased under several inquisitions : and with the utmost deference to the opi- 
nion of the directors general, we do, being so advised, humbly insist that, even if not con- 
fined by said Act of parliament to a particular line, they by the common law of the land 
would not be at liberty to choose the cheapest course or that most advantageous to them- 
selves, if thereby they should injure any individual or corporate body, the lawful proprie- 
tors of a similar work ; as exemplified in the cases between the owners of ancient ferries, 
and of bridges held by prescription, and new establishments of the like nature, under the 
authority of Acts of parliament, and with a right vested in the proprietors to levy tolls for 
the passage thereof. J 

As to the opinion of the directors general, that the Grand Canal company have not a right 
to obstruct the Royal Canal company in such their progress to Tarmonbury, we haveonly to. 
observe that, on the appeal from the decision of the directors general on that subject, we did 
before Ins Grace in council successfully resist and obstruct the right claimed by that com- 
pany to make, by means or with the aid of public money, any progress in that direction. 
And we humbly conceive that his Grace and the right honourable His Majesty’s Privy 
Council including the chief judges of the land and the principal law officers of the Crown, 
1 “y tllPir decision on that appeal, in effect establish or recognize that right. 

We request your particular attention to the following part of the Report of the directors 
general, c.ated 19th February 1812, (page 228) viz. “ As the grounds upon which that 
reversal was founded are not stated in the council order, and as this Board has not any 
knowledge of them, we cannot concur with the Grand Canal company in presuming what 
were the principle^, upon which the council advised such reversal. It may have been oc- 
H casi01 'cd by souie informality on our part, or by the failure in evidence or argument on the 
part ot the Royal Canal company, or by other circumstances, of which we are ignorant.” 
With respect to this matter, we have to observe that, from the knowledge which wc have 
of the regularity of the proceedings of the directors general, we cannot suppose that the re- 
versal ot their decision was occasioned by any informality on their part. And we beg leave 
to state, that tue veiy respectable and intelligent chairman of that board, was, as one of 
His Majesty s most honourable Privy Council, present at the hearing of the appeal ; that 
he assisted at the cross-examination of the witnesses examined on "the part of the Grand 
Canal company, and in the examination of the witnesses produced by the Royal Canal com- 
pany ; and that we have reason to believe that he was heard at considerable length by his 
Giace and the other members of the council, in explanation and defence of the judgment of 
the Board of directors general, for the reversal whereof that appeal had been brought: but 
w iet ler he was present at, or concurred in the decision of reversal, we are uninformed. 

7S- W6 
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We beg leave also to state that, on the hearing of tliat appeal, most eminent counsel at- t 
tended on the part of the Royal Canal company ; that their acting or assisting engineer, and Grand Canal 

several other persons were examined on their behalf, and that maps prepared on their part, «, a J 

describing and distinguishing the original and their proposed lines for extending their canal, ^ 
were produced for the inspection and consideration of his Grace and the Privy Council ; 
and we know of no failure, cither in the arguments of counsel or in evidence on that occa- 
sion, on the part ot the Royal Canal company; except one failure in evidence, Which we y 

conceive to be worthy of particular observation, that is to say, one occasioned by their with- 
holding the letters of John Rennie, esquire, their principal or directing engineer, addressed / 

to them and bearing date respectively the 22d day of October 1805, and 13th day of No- W/ 
vember 1806, bearing most materially on the subject then under discussion; the produc- 
tion of which letters on the hearing of said appeal had been required by notice on the part 
of the Grand Canal company, and copies, whereof we now take the liberty of transmitting 
to you for your perusal, and the information of his Grace and the other members of His 
Majesty’s government. 

But we know that several witnesses were produced and examined on said hearing, on 
the part of the Grand Canal company ; that several written documents and maps, not men- 
tioned or referred to in either of the before-mentioned parliamentary publications, were 
produced and received in evidence ; that it was clearly proved, and as we believe, in such 
manner as to fully convince his Grace that the prosecution of the line then proposed by the 
Royal Canal company, and recommended by the directors general, would be highly inju- 
rious to the Grand Canal company ; so much so, that if the Royal Canal should be ex- 
tended to the river Shannon in the manner so proposed, traders on that river would by 
reason of the reduced tolls payable on the Royal Canal, in consequence of the pre- 
vious purckace of a proportion thereof with public money (on the recommendation of 
that measure by the directors general) find it their interest to convey to the Royal Canal, 
and thereby to Dublin, corn and other goods from the southern parts of the river Shan- 
non, made navigable partly at the expense ot the Grand Canal company, and even from the 
country adjoining the western part of the Grand Canal, passing in their voyages by, and 
-in some cases through, the entrance of the Grand Canal into that river. 

We know- also, and beg leave to state to you, that we did, on the hearing of that ap- 
peal, produce strong, and in our judgment, conclusive evidence, and which on a sufficient 
opportunity for that purpose being allowed to us, we are willing to again produce, to shew 
that the prosecution of the proposed line to Tarmonbury was not consistent with either the 
interests of the Royal Canal company, or those of the public — that there are other lines, be- 
ing as we conceive in effect those recommended by Mr. Rennie, more beneficial to them 
and to the public, the execution whereof would be attended with no extraordinary diffi- 
culty. Under these circumstances, and, though we might reasonably have supposed his 
Grace to have been in some degree influenced by the last-mentioned evidence, yet the only- 
principle upon which wc have presumed to suppose that His Majesty’s most honourable 
Privy. Council advised the said reversal, whs that probable and reasonable one, stated in our 
Report to the Grand Canal company at their half-yearly meeting on the 28th day of Sep- 
tember 1811, and founded on the clause in the statute 40th of His present Majesty’s rei<m, 
chap. 51 . sec. 26. viz. — “ That no canal or off-branch from any canal should be authorized by 
the said directors general to be carried on, which should interfere with, approach towards, 
or be injurious to, any other canal, without the consent of the company of undertakers of 
such canal.” And in the spirit of which supposition, permit us to observe, the Royal Canal 
company appear to concur with us, inasmuch as, in their petition presented to the House 
of Commons in the session of 1811, they state “ that on the appeal from the order of the 
“ directors general, the Lord Lieutenant and Council were pleased to reverse it, as tendin'* 

“ to the injury of the Grand Canal company — an opinion founded, as the petitioners con- 
“ ceived, not on the small deviation therein mentioned, but on a general view of the conse- 
“ quences expected to follow from a continuation of the Royal Canal, in any line leading 
“ so far to the southward as Tarmonbury ; that therefore petitioners considered it as now 
“ finally determined that they must either renounce all pretensions to aid from the directors 
“ general, or adopt the line to Roosky” — which, we beg leave to observe, is one of the lines, 
and one of the points of junction with the Shannon, recommended by their own directing 
engineer Mr. Rennie, and which now appears to be easily attainable, at an expense, as we 
have reason to believe, not materially exceeding that of the proposed line to Tarmonbury, 
and by a line advancing the greater part of the way to Lough Erne. But, whether we and 
the Royal Canal company be right or mistaken in our before-mentioned supposition, and as 
to the principle or principles of that reversal, or ihe grounds whereon it was founded, we 
must beg leave, with profound deference, to refer to his Grace, and to his noble and learned 
assessors on that appeal. 

We have now; to advert to a material, we might say, the most material part of the 
foregoing quotation from the said Report of the directors general, dated the 24th day of 
February 1812 ; wherein, after stating that they do not think the Grand Canal company 
have a right to obstruct the Royal Canal company in such their progress to Tarmonbury, 
it is asserted, that “ though they had such right, it is given up by their contract with 
u Board (the directors general) for completing the navigation of the Shannon, in 
‘ which they engage that nothing therein contained shall be construed to prevent or 

preclude any person or persons, who are now by law entitled, to make any navigable 

communication or communications with the river Shannon, on the eastern or left bank 

hereof.” 
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I- Tliis passage we mention as being a material one; not only because it has come to Our 

■Grand. Canal, knowledge that many persons, including even some of the proprietors of the stock of 

'' '' both companies, have, in deference to the opinion in point of law, or rather the decision 

of the directors general so expressly and positively declared, been induced to concur with 
their decision as to the proper construction or operation in law of the agreement in the 
nature of a proviso contained in that contract ; but more especially, because we have 
reason to apprehend that such opinion or decision has had some weight with you, Sir, and 
other members of His Majesty’s government. * 

Now even supposing the clause contained in said contract and alluded to in the last 
before-mentioned Report of the directors general to have been accurately quoted, we be*’ - 
leave, with deference, to dissent from the construction given to it bv that Report ; for we 
conceive that, in the ordinary sense of the words of that proviso, supposing it to he ac- 
curately or fully stated, their natural and obvious meaning would be, that such contract did 
not mean to affect, alter, or control any pre-existing legal rights, but that the rights, to 
which any person or persons were then by law entitled, of making any communication or 
communications with the river Shannon on the eastern bank thereof, should remain as they 
then stood, notwithstanding any thing contained in said contract ; or in other words, that 
such right or rights should not be in any manner affected thereby; the consequence of 
which construction would be, that no right of the Royal Canal company to make such 
communication, nor any right of the Grand Canal company to obstruct the making 
thereof, was by that contract either created or relinquished ; and we are advised that such 
would be, by any court of justice, considered not only the proper, but the only proper 
meaning and legal operation of such words. In confidence whereof, we are willing that 
the said contract, either as stated by said Report, or as it actually exists, shall be 
referred to any of the law officers of the crown, or to any lawyer of even moderate 
eminence, for his opinion as to their due construction and legal operation, and to recom- 
mend it to the Grand Canal company to be bound by such opinion. 

But we find it necessary to state that, in fact, part of the words of that agreement have 
been (as we suppose by mistake, or as deing deemed immaterial) omitted in' the before- 
mentioned quotation. The words of the agreement in that respect being as follows ; viz. 
“ And it is hereby declared and agreed by and between the several parties, that nothing 
“ herein contained shall extend or be construed to extend to prevent or preclude any 
“ person or persons whatsoever from making a navigable communication or communica- 
“ tions with the said river Shannon, by the river called the Lower , or Little Brusna, or to 
“ prevent or preclude any person or persons, who are now by law entitled, to make any 
“ navigable communication or communications otherwise with the said river Shannon on 
“ the eastern or left bank thereof, to make, use, aud enjoy at his or their own free will and 
“ pleasure such navigable communication or communications.” 

Thus, what the contract professes to steer clear of meddling with (though this would be 
sufficient for our reasoning) is, not the rights of others, if legally vested in them, of making 
a navigable communication generally with the Shannon on its eastern bank, but, first, the 
contract professes to except from its control their rights (still if by law existing) of making 
such communication by the Little Brusna, and secondly, their right of making use of and 
enjoying whatever communications the law might have authorized them to make. Thus 
cautiously does the contract imply a claim to the protective operation of the law, which it 
is construed to waive and relinquish. In short, as the said contract, of which the last 
before-recited clause or proviso formed a part, was a contract between the directors general 
and the Grand Canal company for the completion, by that company, of the navigation of a 
certain part of the river Shannon, which was thereupon to- become vested in the Grand 
Canal company, we conceive that the manifest meaning and intent of that particular part 
of the agreement was, that no person or persons then entitled by law to make any such 
communication or communications, should by any thing contained in the said contract be 
precluded from the enjoyment thereof, by using also the navigation of that portion of the 
Shannon thereby vested in the Grand Canal company, on payment of the tolls thereby 
limited and ascertained ; and that no right, either on the one hand to make such commu- 
nication, or on the other hand to obstruct the making thereof, can be considered to have 
been created or relinquished by that contract, or any part of it. And we beg leave to 
observe, that from the circumstance of the Royal Canal company not. having in any manner 
relied on or mentioned that proviso on the hearing of said appeal before his Grace in 
council, it is manifest that the said company did not at any time give to it the construction 
now given thereto by the directors general. 

We now gladly quit this subject, upon which we entered from necessity, and in defence 
of the essential rights and interests of the Grand Canal company, but at the same time with 
much unwillingness and xegret. 

With respect to the charges repeatedly made by the Royal Canal company, and as we are 
concerned to observe, seemingly recognized and sanctioned by the directors general, 
imputing to the Grand Canal a wish to monopolize the market of Dublin, and the supplying 
Great Britain with corn, &c. and imputing to them endeavours to destroy the rival pros- 
perity of the Royal Canal ; we shall endeavour to combine and consolidate our reply to 
both those charges, conceiving both to mean in substance the same thing, or at least to be 
intimately connected with each other. 

The company of undertakers of the Grand Canal have at all times claimed, and do now 
claim, a just or equitable right to the carriage by inland navigation of all merchandizes and 
other articles between the city of Dublin and the districts of country adjoining the Grand 

Canal 
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Canal and the southern and middle parts of the river Shannon, including the carriage of I. 
the produce of those districts to the city ot Dublin, whether intended for home consumption Grand Canal, 
there, or for exportation to Great Britain ; which districts, permit us to observe, do not ^ ^ ' 4 
comprehend nearly so much as one-tenth part, nor as we might perhaps with truth sav, 
not one-twentieth part of Ireland. Upon this right, the Grand Canal company have at all 
times found it necessary to insist, inasmuch as the tolls to be payable to them on the water- 
carriage of such articles by inland navigation, between the city of Dublin and those districts, 
constitute their principal means, for -satisfying the demands of their creditors, and their 
expected remuneration for the very great expense and trouble of their undertaking, and in 
fact, formed the main basis of the company’s speculation. 

We conceive that it would be an invasion of such right to encourage, or to permit the 
formation or extension of any other canal in a line so near to the Grand Canal as to render 
it the probable channel or means of the conveyance of such merchandize and other article*' 
between the city of Dublin and such districts ; and this principle, as we conceive, lias been 
recognized and acted upon by the legislature, by the insertion of the hereinbefore recited 
clause. in the stat. 40th ot His present Majesty’s reign, cap 51. It was upon this ground, and on 
this ground only, that the Grand Canal company opposed the extension of the Royal Canal, 
with the aid of public money, by Baliymahon to Tarmonbury; and it was, as we humbly 
conceive, on this ground that the Lord Lieutenant in council decided in favour of the Grand 
Canal company. But they never claimed, and on the contrary have repeatedly disclaimed, 
as we now again on their part do, a wish to monopolize the market of Dublin, or the sup- 
plying Great Britain with corn, &c. Such a wish would be as absurd, vain and extravagant, 
as disgraceful. We well know that the quantify of corn, which the before-mentioned very 
limited districts do or could produce, would be altogether insufficient to supply the 
market of Dublin, and the demand for that article there for exportation to Great Britain 
and elsewhere. The Grand Canal company do not object to the making as many navi- 
gable canals, communicating with the city of Dublin, as the legislature may think fit, 
nor to the measure of the aids of public money that may be given towards the execution of 
*uch canals; provided they shall not, contrary as well to public policy as to justice, and to 
common and statute law, be extended into the before-mentioned districts adjoining the 
Grand Canal, or to those adjoining that part of the Shannon made navigable by the Grand 
Canal company partly at their own expense, and the navigation whereof is now vested in 
them, under the before-mentioned contract with the directors general ; and the produce of 
which districts is already, at least in part, brought to Dublin by the Grand Canal. In con- 
firmation of which assertions, we beg leave to refer to the declaration made in our before- 
mentioned half-yearly report on the twenty-eighth day of September one thousand eight 
hundred and eleven (page 216 of said publication of twenty-second July one thousand 
eight hundred and twelve) and which we now again repeat.— That we sincerely hope that 
His Majesty’s government will extend effectual and ample relief to the holders of the 
capital stock of that (he. the Royal Canal) company as well as to its numerous creditors ; 
and so far from being influenced by the wish for monopoly, we hope that the useful works 
executed by that company may be preserved, and even extended in such direction or line 
m will be most beneficial to the public, and to the proprietors, without injury to the interests 
or the Grand Canal company. And, more particularly, we beg leave, Sir, to solicit your 
attention to our letter of the thirtieth day of June one thousand eight hundred and ten, 
addressed to the court of directors ot the Royal Canal company, a copy whereof we have 
the honour to transmit herewith, and which letter, although a copy of it was submitted to his / 

Grace in council on the hearing of the said appeal, does not appear in either of the before- 
mentioned parliamentary publications. 

In truth, instead of seeking to destroy what is by said Report of the Directors General of 
the nth day of April »8n, called the rival prosperity of another canal, the constant en- 
deavours ot the Grand Canal company in that respect, have been to prevent the existence of 
sach rivalry, by inducing the Royal Canal company to prosecute their canal in such a 
direction as that the two canals may not interfere with each other to the injury of both. 

We cannot quit this subject, without pointing out to you what, so far as relates to the 
proceedings of the Royal Canal company, we must call the address that appears to be made 
«se of, in repeatedly intimating that the wish or object of the Grand Canal company is to 
monopolize, and consequently to limit, the supply of corn from this country to Great Bri- 
tain; manifestly calculated to influence, but we will not say resorted to for the purpose of 
influencing, the government of Great Britain, to favour and aid the extension of the Royal 
Canal, m the manner now proposed by them. If, as we admit it ought to be, an increase of 
the supply of corn furnished by this country to Great Britain is or shall be one of the prin- 
ciptil motives for the extension of the Inland Navigation of Ireland, let the means for pro- 
ducing such increase form a subject of solemn ana deliberate inquiry, whereon any com- 
pany or individuals conceiving themselves interested may be heard, and at liberty to 
produce evidence towards the solution of the following questions; viz. In what line of 
extension of either and which of the before-mentioned Canals, or, if such inquiry shall be 
limited to the Royal Canal, in what extension thereof would any given sum, suppose three 
hundred thousand pounds, be expended with most effect, for accomplishing the purpose -of 
producing such increase. 

, 1 ° the charge against our Board and the Grand Canal company, of having acted illegally 
? n the declaring and making of dividends, which charge (made on a Board containing among 
Ms members some who may be presumed not wholly ignorant of law) having been made 
previously to the obtaining the before-mentioned opinions of his Majesty’s attorney and 
solicitor general, has been since repeated. The only answer which we conceive to be 
necessary, is to be had by a reference to those opinions; accompanied by an observation, 
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J, • that the only dividends made by our Board, since a-great majority of us have been admitted 
-Grand Canal, into it, has been out of a very considerable fund, raised by subscription among the proprie- 
V . tors of the company’s stock, expressly for she purpose, among others, of continuing divi- 

dends. A considerable part -of which fund still remains unapplied to that or any other - 
purpose. 

As to errors supposed to be contained in the accounts or statements of the property, 
annual income, or expenditure of the Grand Canal company, furnished to them by us from ■ 
time to time at their half-yearly meetings, or to the Directors General on the several inves- 
tigations by them of the affairs of the Grand Canal company, we feel ourselves bound to say, 
that such errors, if any, were not intentional on our part, nor can it be reasonably presumed 
that they were so, as ail our books on which such accounts were founded, have been at all 
times accessible to all the proprietors of the company’s stock, and were, together with their 
secretary, book-keeper, and other officers, produced before the Directors General for their 
inspection and examination. 

It is not alleged that we have mis-stated any item in such accounts, or introduced any 
improper or unfounded item ; and the only errors alleged being in the classing of such items, 
or in inferences drawn from them, we conceive any question with respect thereto, to be a. 
sort of technical question depending between the accountants to the two Boards, and a 
question of the couclusiveness of certain inferences and arguments founded upon facts — not 
any error or misrepresentation in the statement of the fundamental facts themselves. 

We cannot, however, retrain from observing that, in an account stated principally for the 
-purpose of exhibiting the progressive improvement in the state of the company’s allairs, by 
shewing their receipts and profits 011 the one side, and their expenditure on. the other, in the 
half-year ended on the 28th day of February 1812 ; it is, as we conceive, by no means ex- 
traordinary, nor contrary to the usual practice in such cases, that, one side of the account 
being debited with the sums expended on tire company’s collieries in that half-year, credit 
should be taken on. the opposite side for the value (at the pits mouth) of the coals raised 
within the same period, being by so much the cause and the produce of such expenditure, 
even though, by reason of that half-year’s including the winter season, when the collieries 
are difficult of access, such portion of the produce happened to remain unsold. 

There are many other statements, reasonings, and calculations in the before-mentioned 
publications, that we do not admit, or to which we do not assent; and several of them that 
-we wish and are ready to controvert. But, after the length to which this representation has 
-already extended, we refrain, Sir, from so doing, for the purpose of reverting to the principal 
objects of thepresent communication with you. 

The Directors General having in the year 1809, declared an intent on their.part to recom- 
mend a grant of a sum amounting to about seventy-five thousand pounds to the Royal Canal 
company, as an aid towards extending their canal from Coolnahay to EaUyiuahon in its 
progress to the Shannon at Tarmonbury, said sum being two-thirds of the estimated ex- 
pense of that part of the work, the then Court of Directors of the Grand Canal company, 
submitted to the Directors General objections in writing to such proposed grant; they, 
however, recommended it, without giving to the Grand Canal company any opportunity of 
supporting their objections by evidence. Such their decision was in due form of law ap- 
proved of by the lords of his Majesty’s Treasury, without any hearing before them, though 
requested oa the part of the Grand Canal company, by a letter from our Board dated 4th 
December 1809. in stating these facts, which are unquestionable, we impute nothin" either 
to the Directors General or to the lords of the Treasury, beyond an error of judgment. 
That in attributing to them an erroneous decision, we are warranted, seems to appear from 
the reversal of that decision which took place, and which we humbly conceive, justifies 
that application for a. hearing which our company had made. Tnat grant received also the 
formal approbation of his Grace tire Lord Lieutenant, by the signature of Mr. Pole, bis then 
chief secretary, after notice to him (Mr. Pole) of the company being ready to support their 
-objections by arguments and by evidence; he, at the same time, intimating that tne proper 
•opportunity for -such arguments and such evidence would be on ah appeal to his Grace in 
council; which appeal Having been accordingly brought, the decision as already noticed 
was reversed. 

Notwithstanding that reversal, the Directors General, as we are informed, now recommend 
a grant to the Royal Canal company of three hunched thousand pounds, being four-fold the 
amount of the former.; not merely as an aid towards, but as being the full amount of the 
estimated expense of extending their canal from Coolnahay to Tarmonbury. 

On behalf of the Grand Canal company, on behaifof the whole United Kingdom, and 
even on behalf of the Royal Canal company themselves, we humbly protest against such 
intended grant. We, in the name and on the behalf of the Grand Canal company, again 
appeal to his -Grace against such second decision of the directors general ; on a similar 
hearing being granted tons, we doubt not a similar result as on the former occasion. We 
assert, and are ready to produce evidence in support of our assertion, that every mile that the 
Royal Canal shall be extended from its present termination at Coolnahay, towards tire 
Shannon atTarinonbury, by any line westward of the town of Granard, will be materially 
injurious to the Grand Canal company. We also assert, and are, ready to produce evidence 
in our judgment conclusive, that the expenditure of the public money in the extension of 
the Royal Canal from Coolnahay, by any line hitherto to our knowledge proposed by 
the Royal Canal company, would be a waste of the public money ; .that a sufficient 
supply of water, for carrying on an extensive trade between the City of Dublin and the 
Shannon by that line cannot be procured ; that the interest of the Kingdom, and even their 
own interest, requires that the Royal Canal should be extended in a direction more distant 
I'roin the Grand Canal, and more northern than any proposed by them.; and that. such more 

northern 
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northern line, unaccompanied by any extraordinary difficulty, and capable of "being at a I. 
moderate expense provided with abundant supplies of water, is to be found, nay that it has Grand Canal. 

been found and ascertained. In support of which latter assertions, we beg leave to refer v " 

to several maps and other documents which were produced in evidence on the hearing of the 
said former appeal, several of which documents do net appear in any of the beforemen- 
tioned parliamentary publications ; and to the minutes, if any, taken of the testimony of 
witnesses on the hearing of that appeal, and if no such minutes exist, in such case we would, 
rf we might presume so far, with profound humility, refer to the recollection of his Grace, 
and his right honourable assessors on that occasion. And, for the same purpose, we refer to 
the before-mentioned letters of Mr. Rennie, the directing engineer of the Royal Canal 
company, and particularly to the latter part of the latest of them ; and more especially (and 
to which we entreat vour particular attention) we refer to the correspondence of the 
directors general themselves with the Royal Canal company in the year 1807, part of 
which only, viz.a letter or part of a letterfrom the directors general to that company, -dated 
the 23d day of October 1807, has come to our know ledge, and a copy whereof we -take the 
liberty of transmitting to you herewith; none of which last-mentioned documents were 
produced to his Grace in council on the hearing of the said appeal, nor appear 
in any of the before-mentioned publications, or to our knowledge in any other. And you 
will please to remark that, in the last-mentioned letter of the directors general, they justly- 
observe, that they do not conceive that the circumstance of such more northern line 
being more circuituous than that theretofore proposed, should or w'ould form a conclusive 
objection to it. Aud, if upon this subject a doubt still remain upon the mind of his Grace, 
we are ready to produce, upon any solemn inquiry which his Grace may think proper to 
institute, wiiat we conceive to be full and satisfactory evidence, from the most experienced, 
aud eminent engineers in Great Britain and Ireland, in support of -those facts which we have 
taken the liberty of submitting to his Grace’s consideration. 

We think it necessary here to advert to a matter repeatedly relied on by the Royal Canal 
company and by the directors general, and which appears to iiave had more weight than it 
is reasonably entitled to ; viz. that the Royal Canal company are now bound by -their charterand 
by one or more Act or Acts of Parliament, to conduct their canal to the Shannon at Tarmon- 
bury. This we do not controvert, if they have, or can procure the means of conducting it 
thither, without the aid of Parliament. But we do humbly, and at the same time strongly, 
insist, that by the provisions of the Act, whereby a grant of public money shall be made to 
them for theextensiom of their canal, they may be, and if cither justice or the interest of 
tue public requires it, they ought to be released from that obligation; and even should 
as a condition of such grant, be required to pursue the line most advantageous to the 
Kingdom. 

We conceive this last- mentioned matter, viz. the present legal obligation on the Royal 
Canal company to extend their canal to the river Shannon, and to make Tarmonbury it* 

.point of junction with that river, to be particularly worthy the attention of his Grace the 
Lord Lieutenant, as it appears from several of the documents herein beforemen tioned, to be 
the principal ground on which the Directors General justify their former recommendations 
of grants of public monev in aid of the extension of the Royal Canal to that point, and the 
principal ground on which they appear to rest their present recommendation of the grant, 
of a further sum, amounting as we have heard to £. 300,000, for the accomplishment of 
that measure. 

In the observations of the directors general On the memorial of the Grand Canal company', 

(page 35 of the last of the before-mentioned publications) it is stated that the distance from 
Coolnahav, being the present termination of the Royal Canal, to Tarmonbury, is about 
24 miles,’ and that the whole expense, after repeated, examinations, is estimated at 
£. 186,087. 16s. 1 id. and that the line proposed by the Grand Canal company, and surveyed 
bv Mr. Killaly, viz. a line from the Royal Canal at Thomastown to the source of the Shan- 
non at Lough Allen, is 67^ miles in length, and the estimate on the first rough calculation 
■amounts to £. 410,742. 6 s. id. upon which data or premises, the directors general briefly 
draw a conclusion that they must therefore set that plan aside, as they did the plan made 
.upon their own suggestion. 

After observing that it was the declared opinion of Mr. Killaly, now in the employment 
of the Directors General, that the proposed extension of the Royai Canal from Coolnahay 
to Tarmonbury, the favourite line of the Royal Canal company, estimated by Mr. Jone* 
their engineer at the aforesaid sum of £. 186,087. 16s. nd. would probably cost 
£. 250,000; and that it now appears, that a sum of £. 300,000 is necessary for the execution 
of that line, with possibly some immaterial deviation, we hope that, without being deemed 
guilty of any disrespect towards the Directors Genera!, we may be at liberty to assert that 
flie expenditure of .£.410,742. 6 s. id. in making67 mile3.of canal, beingatthe rate of about 
-£. 6,130 per mile, through a country not enjoying the benefit of inland Navigation, 
would be more advantageous to the public, and more consistent with sound policy, than 
the expenditure of even the lowest of the above-mentioned sums, in making a canal of only 
about 24 miles in extent, being at the rate of £. 7,753 per mile ; but which, supposing the 
expense to be <£.250,000, would be at the rate of £. 10,416 per mile, through a country the 
greater part whereof already enjoys the benefit ot Inland Navigation, and to a part ol the 
river Shannon, the produce of the banks whereof now finds its way to Dublin by the 
Grand Canal ; more especially as it appears by the statement of Mr. Killaly, that 
£.199,868. 5 s. 3 d. of the before-mentioned sum of £.410,742. 6s. id. would be ex- 
pended on a continuation of the Royal Canal, not only to the Shannon, but also to Lough 
Erne ; a measure admitted by the Directors General to be extremely desirable. 

79. But* 
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r- i But, without now going further int° particulars, which we are, however, ready and willing 

Qrand Canal. ^ to do on a proper opportunity for that purpose being allowed to us, the great and prin- 
^ ' cipal ground on which we rest and rely, that on which we appeal from the repeated 

decisions of the Directors General, and that on which we challenge inquiry, and solicit the 
examination and reports of Mr. Killaly and of either Mr. Rennie or Mr. Jessop, is this: 
viz. that let the sum be what it may which is proposed to be expended on the extension of 
the Royal (.anal to the Shannon at Tarmonbury, the application of that sum to its ex- 
tension in a more northern direction by the way of Granard, not only to the Shannon, but "to 
Lough Erne, by a line already ascertained, and with a probable ofl-braneh to Lou Hi NeaHi 
would be more beneficial to the United Kingdom and to the Roval Canal company ° ' 
According to the estimate made by Mr. Killaly, the sum of 127,348, part of the before- 
mentioned sum of £.186,087. 16s. nd. would extend the Royal Canal to Culdouy, near 
Granard, a distance of 21 \ miles, being at the rate of £. 5,923 per mile. The whole of that 
sum, with the addition of £. 13,780. 8s. 4 d. amounting together to /. 199,868. 5s. <\d. 
would extend the Royal Canal in that direction 2o| miles, being at the rate of /. 6 775 per 
mile, to a place called Purtanure, being the point of partition between the respective line* 
to the Shannon and Lough Erne. r 

The sum of £. 300,000 now, as we hear proposed to be granted for extending the Royal 
Canal to J armoribury, a distance not much exceeding 24 miles, being at the rate of 
L- *2,500 per mile, would, with only the addition of £. 9,999, amounting in the whole to 
£• 3 ° 9 > 999 > according to an estimate made by the same engineer, extend that canal to Lou Hi 
Erne, by the way ot Granard, a distance of 47^ miles, 'being at the rate of /. 6,5*6 per 
mile, 29* miles whereof would at the same time constitute part of an extension of the 
Royal Canal to the Shannon at Lough Allen. 

And so far from the Grand Canal company, as alleged or insinuated in said publication 
wishing to destroy the prosperity of the Royal Canal company, by resisting the grant of 
public money for the extension of their canal, we do now on the part of the Grand Canal 
company, expressly admit that such extension thereof to Lough Erne, with a future 
prospect of its further extension to the northern and western seas at Lough Foyle and 
Donegal Bay, would be highly deserving of parliamentary aid, as being an object of great 
national importance within the meaning (as we understand it) of Lord Liverpool’s fetter 
of 15th November 1808, addressed to his Grace the Lord Lieutenant. 

By older of the Court of Directors of the Grand Canal company. 

Right honourable Robert Peele, (Signed) Daniel Baeot. 

&c. See. &c. & 

No. 16. ^°‘ 1 ?■ oP a LETTER from John Rennie, esq. Engineer to Director* 

ot the Royal Canal company ; dated 2 2d October 1805. 

r a c j • 1 „ , London, 22d October 1805. 

I was this day favoured with yours of the 17th, and I contemplate with pleasure the 
opening of the canal. I trust by this time the directors have completed their voyage and 
me on their way, or at any rate setting out for Mullingar, to dine and spend the evening 
m rejoicing for the happy event. 1 ° 

It will give me great satisfaction to be able in any degree to forward the interest of the 
canal ; and whenever the business comes before Parliament, no exertion of mine shall be 

Tsa fofn m,, th h at t Tu ^ the & e *} f? int is ,0 make the surve y i and on this subject 
1 said so much to Mr. Murray, and indeed to several of the directors, that I apprehend 

hOWCT “ repeat * he pm ’ dpleS np0 “ 1 * hi ” k 
I apprehend the Directors should keep two things principally in view ; first, that of 
forming the best and cheapest line of canal that can be found between the city of Dublin 
and the river Shannon ; and secondly, to embrace as large a tract of country abounding 
in articles of carriage, as can possibly be done. 3 ° 

From Dublin lo Codoahny the line being already fixed, nothing can farther be done 
here, it is, in point of level, as convenient for bmnrhfi>t: — .1 1 ... 



. . , — uurnuouuj., me ime l apprenena will require to be altered 

I fl '5 hat , aIread y surveyed. 1 would begin the new survey .somewhere about 

Lough Alien, in the most convenient level that can be devised for the collieries, keeping 
as much as possible on the lower side of the ground on which they lie; because it is 
easier to bring down the coals from above by railways, than to take them up from 
ground lying under the level of the canal. The point of departure being fixed, I would 
{j* f level f lom tbeace > . tdl u cros ? es the i'ne proposed to go to the Shannon ; this 
into Lough 3/ S “ PP ‘ ed Wlth water > from some one or more of the streams that run 

i he ;ki 6 froiu L'oolnahay to the Shannon at or near Tarmonbury, should be as direct 
as possible, avoiding to the utmost all bogs ; but where deviations from a straight line or 
foi r I h -r St d r C u m if’ or ^ ther th L e most direct course that can be taken, are necessary, 
these deviations should be made to the north, that as great an extent of country be em- 
S a Zf' W, “ be wUe ?! so t0 have in vie# branches from the level fine from 

Lough Allen, to such large towns as lie near to it, sueli as Longford, &c. 

^ t0 COm ? ly Wi #‘ the stantlin S orders of Parliament for the present session, 

( b h e e , t J reqnire that advertisements in the gazette and the provincial newspapers 
rnfoh? “i September ’ and plans lod S ed with the clerks of the peace ; but this 

might be avoided, by petitioning for leave to do without them; but they may require 

notice 
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notice at the quarter sessions. The survey should therefore be made with every possible T. 
dispatch ; if therefore I can send any land surveyors to assist, I should have much plea- Grand Canal. 

sure in doing it. V 

Directors of the (Signed) John Rennie * 

ttoyai Canal Company. 



(B.) — Copy of a LETTER from ^ohn Rennie, esq. Engineer, to Directors of the it* 
Royal Canal Company ; dated 13th November 1806. 

Gentlemen, Dublin, 13th November 1806. 

IN consequence ofyour directions of the 2d, I examined the line laid down by Mr. Evans, 
for the continuation of the Royal Canal f(om Coolnahay to the river Shannon, ifi the course 
of the last week, accompanied by one of your directors, Major General Piatt. 

By this survey, the summit level of the Royal Canal is proposed to extend from Cool- 
oahay to Cartron, a distance of about one mile and a quarter; at which place it begins to 
descend, and from thence proceeds by Balnacorrig, Abbey Shreule, Kilnecarra, Irshiimy, 

Clonard, Tuam, Nappoge, Terelicking, Xilcommtick, Moss Town, Ards, Ballyclare, and 
Clonderagh, to Tarmonbury, where it is proposed to join the river Shannon. 

The above line is nearly the shortest that the country affords between Cartron and the 
Shannon, but unfortunately it passes through a very difficult and expensive country, so' 
much so, that there are three places, all of which are one level, so expensive that they 
stagger my courage: these places are, the bog of Balliglarg, the deep-cutting at Tuam and 
Tirelicking; the first is nearly one mile in length, is principally bog, and the summit is about* 
fi8 feet high; the second is about seven furlongs iu length, about 28 feet deep at the sum- 
mit, and is partly bog, and paVtly, it is to feared, quarry ; the third at Tirelicking, is about 
one mile and an half long, the summit is about 48 feet deep, and the principal part is 
supposed to be rock or quarry; besides, there is an aqueduct and embankment across the 
river Inny, which is 011 the same level or reach as the deep-cutting; and there are also 
several pieces of embankment which will be expensive ; the expense of these will be enor- 
mous, and will require a long time to execute, so much so, that if they cannot be lessened, 
or a better line found, they would almost operate in my mind as a condemnation of the 
scheme; I hope, however, that these pieces of cutting, as well as most of the banking, except* 
where the line crosses the Inny, may be greatly lessened; but the embankment and aque- 
duct at the Inny will be considerably increased, although by no means in the proportion that 
the others will be diminished. 

To remedy in part these objections, it will be proper to keep the line of the canal further 
to the westward, between the north end of the summit level near Cartron and Cloghan, so 
as to raise the level that passes through these pieces of deep-cutting, upon a level of 18 or 
20 feet higher than the present end, to cross the river Inny upon this raised level ; if such 
variation can be adopted, and from the appearance of the ground it seems practicable, a 
very great saving will arise both in money and in the time the works will require for execu- 
tion ; but should this proposed alteration prove on trial impeachable, another line may bb 
tried, namely, that of extending the summit level on the east side of the vale from Coolnahay 
towards Lough Iron, and the crossing the river Inny at Ballynalack, where the ground fof 
that purpose is very favourable, and keeping from thence on the north-east of the rivet 
Inny, on such a level as to pass the two pieces of cutting at Tuam and Tirelicking on a 
higher level, and so lessening, if not totally avoiding these difficult and expensive pieces of 
work, and the bog of Ballyglavey will by this line be totally avoided; by the one or the 
other of these places, I am inclined to think, that if a junction at Tarmonbury is considered 
the best, a much better line of canal than that laid out by Mr. Evans will be found. 

. Having now stated my ideas of the best mode of improving the line of the Royal Canal* 
between the summit level and the Shannon near Tarmonbury, it will next be a matter of 
consideration with the directors, whether a line in this direction is the most advantageous 
the country affords for the interest of the Royal Canal company; and in order to assist 
them to determine on this very important question, I will state such observations as have 
occurred to me on the subject. I mentioned to the board of directors of the Royal Canal, in 
my letter of the 2 2d of October 1805, that I apprehended the directors should keep two things 
in view ; — first, that of forming the best and cheapest line of canal that can be found be- 
tween the city of* Dublin and the river Shannon ; and secondly, to adopt such as would 
embrace as large a tract of country, abounding in articles of carriage, as could be done. 

The line from Dublin to Coolnahay being already nearly executed, little need be said on 
that subject 1 ; I may however observe, tiiat it appears to me, a much better line might have 
been found than this, but it is now too late for such speculations, the best that can be found 
for what is still to do, ought however to be adopted. The line that has been laid down by 
Mr. Evans, passes through a country in many places barren, but this is not all, it is so 
limited in extent on the west side by Loughrea, that no great extent of trade from that side 
can ever be expected ; on the east of the countrv it is much better, but there are no town® 
of any considerable magnitude near the line. "Longford lies on the north side of a ridge 
of high ground, and cannot have conveniently a side branch to it, and therefore will be 
obliged to communicate with the canal by land carriage, unless a side cut was to be made 
very circuitous, which would not be advantageous; except therefore that trade will arise 
from the Shannon and the country bordering thereon, the small villages of Ballymahon, 

Barry, and Keana, will afford but little, besides that arising from the passage boats ; now as 
the Shannon is at present a bad navigation, and even iu its best state, when. improved, can- 
79 - ii w.* 
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Cm, J'A*' ™®Md to believe that if a line farther north cmiM be adopMi, 

C?ranU Carta!. ,t would be much more for the interest of the Royal Canal bompany P 

^ ' ;* , WO ] U .H thercfo ! e advi3C tbat >. il ? s . te , ad of the Royal joining the Shannon at Tarmonburv 

it should fono a junction with it higher up toward, Rooskey bridge, and that the line ia 
this should keep near to Rathowen, Longforil and Newtown Forbes; fct this phrpose I 
advise, that a survey be tired from the summit level to cross the river Inny, not lowir than 

y d' Sher " lll „ be ‘?“ C belte, ' ; “ d that il " m l >a “ near Rathowen 
and hdgworthrTpwn, and cross the Cainlur river a short way above the town ofLongfcrd ■ 
aftei crossing the Camhn river it will probably keep east of Newtown Forbes, and from 
thence skirt the banks ot the Shannon towards Rooskey bridge ; from Rooskey bridae to 
Rough Allen the distance u about twenty-six miles, and the rise about thirty feci six inlhes 
I would therefore continue the level across the Camlin river at the height of about thirty 
made'LTf 68 above,1 ; e Shan "°” at R»°*ey bridge, which would admit of a branch bcinl • 
“ „ J ,C I ha "“ !° Rough Allen, whenever it should be judged advisable to do' 
so, and the fa! from this level to the Shannon being but small, tile locks could be placed 
a co'iwMif'iit distances, so as to fall down there, in any way that shall on trinl bet'ound 
advisable; by such a line the principal towns in the county of Longford will be within a 
short distance ot the Canal, it will pass through a rich, populous, fettle and extensive tract 
ot country, having a sufficient extent on both sides to supply the Canal with ample car- • 

Sg 1 r v rr -ST* "S' vr*? '• r * m * a be ■**> t °"' a « k Granaid, Loii s h 

it 1 % fmbm ’ iron be ,eal * ‘n “ line to Carnik on Shannon, Boyle and Sligo,' 

it will embrace ail the county of Roscommon, the county of Mayo, See. 8tc. 6 k. • and wiroro 
ever a branch is made to Lough Allen, the coals, iron, 8cc. will have a ready Communica-' 
tion with the capital ; if a branch should at aoy future period be made to Loimh Ere." all 
the extensive district bordering on that lake will have an excellent and read, fine of 'com- 
munication With the city of Dublin ; its distance from the line of tire Grand Canal will afford 
and P Th“ IOn uVu e ° 11 e ,br0U "’ 1 ' T hidl “ PM*!*, without competition, 

“ rai” Pf ba W ,t J r , mll P?™ ,, t a northern line, which is in contemplation to to 

made from Dublin to Kills, from being extended to Lough Erne, and thereby lessenin', the 
£*5 0t ,, ! ancl pcrlitrps may even prevent such a line from being made at all, and- 

h J f °S° subs " t " tal ' “ J°"> the Royal Canal, whieh will afford an advantage to 

both far beyond what may at first sight appear. Ill short, if it should be found practice- 
tinn ^ e f tend tle ‘? e ,°f. tle K °y al Canal to the Shannon, in the direction I have men- 
rSl fh™ pe , reuadcd thls ext en s ion will be by far the most valuable part of the Royal- 
Canal to the subscribers, and of the greatest national benefit. 1 3 , 

1 have pointed out the country through which a new line, as far as an eye-snrvey enables 
, • ° ,» e ’ nppenrs practicable, > a's well as the improvements which appear capable of 

T f 6 T °‘ Ur ^ ; but nothing positive can be said !£pec ti/g these, 

no h If S have , been tned ’ r th< : sooner therefore surveyors are set at work for this pur- 
^ a ' ld as as { sba, I 1 be furnished with the result of their trials and obser- 
vations respecting the soil, &c. I shall set about making a report and estimate of the ex* 
pense ot performing the work. 

From the state ofthe present work, of the Royal Canal, I do not think it would be pro- 
per to employ both Mr. Murray and Mr. Jones on these surveys, but Mr. Jones might bo 
conveniently spared to set about the olio, and if the directors chose to employ Mr Towns- 

Ll’inaatCf'ffi s ”!P' or ’ , he set about another line, Mr.'jlnriay actually 

tooting at both ; this would greatly accelerate the operation, without anv inconvenience tb 
J'™!”)' “ *f completion of the present works i„ hand, and if they' report to me from 
time to time, 1 will render them all the assistance in my power. 

(Signed) John Rennie. 



No. 11. 



No it. (C.)— Copy of a LETTER from Daniel Bagot, esq. Secretary to the 
Directors of the Grand Canal Company, to die Directors of the Royal Canal 
Company ; dated 30th June 1810. 3 

Gentlemen, Grand Canal House, 30th June 1810. 

VV h presume that the deputation from your Board, which on the 1 8th day of May last, met 
that appointed by us, forthepurpose of conferring and endeavouring to agree on some measure 
or measures, whereby the interests of the two companies might be reconciled, not onlv with 
each other, but with those ot the public (as recommended among other things, by his Grace 
the U>rd Lieutenant and His Majesty’s most honourable Privy Council) have reported to you 
m like manner as has been reported to us by our deputation, that notwithstanding an amicable 
discussion ot some length, ot our joint and separate interests as combined with those of the 
public ; and although there were some matters of considerable importance suggested on our 
part, to form the grounds of a comprehensive arrangement, for the attainment of the above 
mentioned desirable object ; yet that at that meeting no essential matter was finally agreed 
on between them, as being proper to be submitted to the consideration either of his Grime in 
council, or even to your board or ours; it being, as we have been informed, declared on your 
part, that the proper time for taking into consideration and determining on the matters so 
suggested, would be alter the further reciprocal surveys of the several proposed lines of exten- 
sion ot the Royal Canal, and estimates of their expense respectively, as also recommended 
Dy the Privy Council, should have been made, inasmuch as the basis of any such practicable 
aivangemeut was on all sides admitted to be the giving the Royal Canal a more northern 
direction than that lately proposed by the Royal Canai comoanv. and nmirovid of ,i,„ 



7. = , f ,ucs auiuiueu 10 dc me giving tne Koyal Canal a more northern 

direction than that lately proposed by the Royal Canal company, and approved of by the 
meral ; the expediency of which measure might in a considerable degree depend 



directors genen 
79 
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«vfte expense of the execution of the line proposed by your company, from Coolhabay to I, 
IJallymalion, towards larmonbury>on the river Shannon, as compared with the expense of Grand Cand. 

that suggested bv us, m a more northern direction, viz. from Thomastown to the hmh road , 

* l Cul « on y, n ear Granard, forming part of a common line of extension, not only toLcu-di * 

Brne, Lough Foyle Lough Allen, Sligo Bay and Lough Neagh, but also, to Tarmonbury, m 
case an extension ot the Royal Canal to tlie Shannon at that place should be thought neces- . 

«arv or advisable; on the comparative expense of which lines, apparently contradictory 
evidence had been produced before his Grace in Council, but in which evidence we are in- 
formed and believe, no material contradiction of difference really existed; such apparent 
contradiction having arisen principally, if hot altogether, from the circumstance of each of • 
tile engineers ot the two companies having calculated the expense of the line bv him severally 
surveyed, on principles and grounds of calculation different from those adopted by the other 
or them, m respect of the line surveyed by him; and particularly by reason of Mr. Killalv, th«* 

•engineer of the Grand Canal company, being, from a moreeitensiveexperiencein the execution 
ot canals in this country, induced to make a much greater allowance for incidental expenses,. 

°. r aI1 owed by Mr. Jones, your engineer, in his estimate; and bv reason of 
Mr. Killaly having introduced into his estimate the expense of tile salaries of the persons 
necessary tor superintending the execution of the work ; but for which, if not altogether 
admitted, a sufficient sum had not been charged in that made by Mr. Jones on your 

We have now to acquaint you, that since the said meeting of the demutations from the 
two companies, Mr. Killaly our engineer has, with the assistance of the map or survey of 
the line proposed from Coolnahay to Ballymahoh, piociliced on your part to his Grace in 
council, and the section and estimate of the expense of that line p -pared by Mr. Jones vouf 
engineer, which you were pleased to hand over to us, proceeded to make a survey and an 
estimate of the expense of that line; and that according to the estimate thereof made hr 
aim, tile expense 6f that line would amount to the sura of oiie hundred and thirty thousand 
nine hundred and forty-five pounds -seven Shillings and seven-pence, exceeding by a sum of 
twenty-tour thousand three hundred and seveh bounds six shillings and four-pence the sum 



- . -. odred and seven pounds six shillings and four-pence the sum 

or one hundred and six thousand six hundred and thirty-eight pounds one shilling and three- 
pence, at which Mr. Jones had estimated the expeiise thereof; and which first mentioned 



thousand hvc huhdred add ninety-seven pounds nineteen shillings arid four-pence, the 
expense as estimated by Mr. Killaly, on the same priiiciples of the said line Suggested by 
ne'a • 10 Cn °^ 1 a * )out 21 Thomastown to the high road at Ciildbny 

And we conceive it proper to mention to ybu, that Mr. Killaly oilr engineer having as 
before mentioned, in his hands tlie estimate of the expense of the proposed line from Cool- 
naUay to Ballymahon, made by Mr. Jones your engineer, he inis prepared, on Mr. Jones’s 
principles and grounds of calculation, an estimate of the expense of executing the line 
j?*? 1 hdmastown to or near Granard, suggested by us, whereby it appears tliat the expense ’ 
«t tnat lme on Such last-mehtioried principles and grounds Of calculation, would amount to 
opiy the sum of one hundred and four thousand one hundred and fifty pounds nineteen 
•hillings, being, by a sum of two thousand four hundred and eighty-seven pounds two slid- 
ing and three-pence, less than the aforesaid sum of one hundred and six thousand six hun- 
dred and thirty-eight poiihds one shilling arid three-pence, the expense of said proposed 
line from Coolnahay to Ballymahon, as estimated by Mr. Jones. 

I he consequence whereof is, that, applying the same principles and grounds of calculation 
adopted by either ot the said engineers to both cases, it appears that the exoeiise of prose- 
eunng the line suggested by us, extending northward about twenty-one miles to or near 
lanard, will be less than the expense of the proposed extension westward. Only about 1 
iwehe miltes westward to Ballymahon. J 

We are not informed whether your engineer has also, in pursuance of the recomriienda- 
non ot 11 is Majesty s most honourable Privy Council (as the same was understood by the 
persons attending on oitr behalf, and communicated :o us,) completed or even proceeded to 
make a survey and an estimate of the proposed line from Thomastown to Ctildony near 
wanard, or from Coolnahay or Mullingar to Ale same point, common to the several northern 
lines suggested b\' us ; but we have reason to be convinced that, when he shall have com- 
pleted the same there will not be found to be any material difference between the compare.. 
ive expenses of the said several lines, as calculated by said erigiueers respectively. At the 
same tmie we think it proper to mention to you, that we have not yet received from Mr. 

n t lC e f 1 ! nate ‘ n Retail made by him of the proposed line to Ballymahon, or more 
man the total thereof ; but that as soon as we shall have received it, we shall transmit to 
you a copy of it, together witn a copy of his estimate of the expense of the line from Thomas. 

„ n w . e .. ve *° re i c l liest that you will in like manner transmit to us copies of similar 
st, mates in detail ot said seyi-ral proposed extensions, as soon as you shall have procured 
;n, . trom y° u r.f J 1 g rae , er - But entertaining no doubt that the result of the before-mentioned 
estigatmn will be, that it will clearly appear that the expense of extending the Royal 
^l t T ty -r mrle r , ° rtlnV T d to " lards the seveial before-mentioned points, would be 



t our endeavours to settle -and agree pn an or. 



gement of *uca description as before 
mentioned, 
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T mentioned, and which it might be proper to submit to Government, ought not to be any* 

Grand Cunl. longer postponed. 

v ' ' And here it may be proper to mention, that the completion of the works undertaken by 

the Grand Canal company, for the improvement of the navigation of the river Shannon 
between Lough l)erg and Lough Rea, being expected before the above last-mentioned day; 
and that company being engaged in no other work, which would warrant their increasing 
Mr. Killaly’s salary to sucli a sum as his long services, and, in their opinion, his extraordi- 
nary merits would entitle him to ; he has notified to us his intention of resigning, on or before 
that day, his employment in their service ; the consequence whereof is, that if, at the times 
of his heretofore giving evidence as to any of the before-mentioned facts, his general and 
well established character did not protect him from a suspicion of his being biassed by a dis T 
position to favour the interests or wishes of his employers, any such ground for suspicion 
will be removed prior to his future examination as to said matters. 

And as verbal communications might be misunderstood or forgotten, we consider it 
advisable now to submit to your consideration in writing, such measures as we conceive 
would tend to accomplish w hat we understood to be the wish of his Grace and the most 
honourable Privy Council; the measures now proposed by us being, as we are informed 
and believe, nearly the same in substance with those suggested at the said meetiug of the 
two deputations, as hereinbefore stated. 

Prom the before-mentioned motives, and for the before-mentioned purposes, we now, 
without further introduction, take the liberty of proposing or suggesting to you the following 
measures; viz. 

First, That an application shall be made to the Directors General of Inland Navigation to 
Vecommend, and to his Grace the Lord Lieutenant and the Lords of His Majesty’s Treasury 
to approve of a grant being, as soon as conveniently may be, made to the Royal Canal 
company of a sum of eighty-four thousand eight hundred and ninety-eight pounds eighteen 
shillings and ten-pence, as an aid towards the execution of the extension of their canal from 
Thouiastown in the county of Westmeath, to the high road, at Culdony in the county of 
Longford, from the town of Granard in that county, to the city of Dublin, in lieu and stead 
of the sum of seventy-one thousand ninety-two pounds and ten-pence, heretofore pro- 
posed to be granted to them as an aid towaras the extension of their canal from Coolnahay 
to Ballymahon, being two-thirds of the before-mentioned sum of one hundred and six thou- 
sand six hundred and thirty-eight pounds one shilling and three-pence, the supposed ex- 
pense of extending the Royal Canal to Ballymahon, as estimated by your engineer, and the 
said sum of eighty-four thousand eight huudred and ninety-eight pounds eighteen shillings 
and ten-pence, being twe-thirds of tlie sum of one hundred and twenty-seven thousand three 
hundred and forty-eight pounds eight shillings and three-pence, the expense of completing 
the said extension to or near Granard, as estimated by Mr. Killalv. 

And here permit us to observe, that though, in such case, supposing Mr. Killaly’s .estimates’ 
of the comparative expense of the last above-mentioned lines to be well founded, (which we 
take for granted will fiually appear to be the case,) the Royal Canal company would have to 
expend of their own money, the sum of forty-two thousand four hundred and forty-nine 
pounds nine shillings and live-pence, being the remaining third of said sum of one hundred 
and twenty-seven thousand three hundred and forty-eight pounds eight shillings and three- 
pence; yet that sum to be expended by them, will not amount to nearly so large a sum of 
their own money as they would have to expend in case they shall persevere in their intention 
of continuing their canal to Ballymahon, estimated by him at the aforesaid sum of one 
hundred and thirty thousand nine hundred and forty-five pounds seven shillings and seven 
pence, upon receiving for that purpose the aid of public money, amounting to only seventy- 
one thousand ninety-two pounds and ten-pence recommended by the directors general to 
be granted to them, inasmuch as, in such case, they would have to expend thereon, of rlieir 
own money, the sum of fifty-nine thousand eight hundred and fifty-three pounds six shillings 
and niue-pence, exceeding the sum of their own money to be expended on said extension 
from Thomastown to Culdony, by a sum of seventeen thousand four hundred and three 
pounds seventeen /shillings and four-pence. 

For the payment of the before-mentioned sum of eighty-four thousand eight hundred and 
ninety-eight pounds eighteen shillings and ten-pence, we conceive there remains, at the 
disposal of the directors general, with such approbation as before mentioned, a more than 
sufficient unengaged portion of the sum of five hundred thousand pounds, placed at their 
disposal by the act of parliament of the fortieth year of His Majesty’s reign ; Slid though 
we think we have reason to complain that no. part of that fund hath been applied to the 
making of any extension of, or off-branch from the Grand Canal, and to entertain some 
jealousy of so considerable portions of it having been granted for the extension of the Royal 
Canal, yet, for the purpose of forwarding so desirable a measure as that above suggested, 
and thereby ensuring our own safety from further injury by the approximation pf the two 
canals, we are willing not only to withhold, for the present, any claim for public aid out of 
that fund, towards the prosecution of any of the extensions of, or off-branches from the 
Grand Canal, which >ve have submitted to the consideration of the directors general ; but, 
even to join (if thpuglit necessary or advisable) in an application to them, his Grace, and 
the Lords of the Treasury, to substitute such increased grant to the Royal Canal company 
in the place of that heretofore recommended. 

And here we think it proper to mention, that, if it shall be objected, (as we understand it 
has been already done on the part of the deputation from your board,) that, the high road at 
Cultjony, or eveu the town of Granard, would .not be an advisable termination of the Royal 
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Canal, onr answer, in the first place, would be, that as a temporary termination, it would be I. 

at least as advisable and profitable as Ballymahon, being situate in, and approaching towards Grand Canat. 

much more populous and productive districts of country, unaffected by any rivalry on the v 

part of the Grand Canal. Rut the answer upon which we should principally rely, is, that in 

like manner as you profess that Ballymalton is not to be the final termination of the Royal 

Canal, so we admit that Culdonv or Granard should not be its final termination. On the 

contrary, we admit that it should be extended northward at least as far as Lough Erne ; 

a survey and an estimate of the expense whereof has been made by Mr. Kilialy; and the 

expense whereof, as we are informed by him, would amount to a" considerably less sum 

than the extension of that Canal to Lough Allen, being its final point of destination, as 

heretofore proposed ; and we humbly conceive that, in Tike manner as it is admitted on all 

hands, that it would not be advisable or proper to extend the lloyal Canal to Ballymahon, 

otherwise than as part of a navigation to Lough Allen, or Taruionbury at the least ; so it is 

to be presumed that the directors general, or His Majesty’s government, would not approve 

of the application of any part of the public money to such extension to or near Granard, 

without an intention of afterwards procuring its extension to some decisively advantageous 

point of termination. 

Secondly, We propose that an application shall be made, either jointly or severally, by the 
two companies to the directors general, and (if found necessary) to government, to release 
the Royal Canal company from the bargain (in our judgment an improvident one) entered 
into by them with the directors general, as to their tolls on corn, grain, meal, malt, flour 
potatoes and iron (being the principal articles of carriage to Dublin) whereby they are 
limited to a toll of one penny per ton per mile on those articles ; and to allow them to 
receive one penny half-penny per ton per mile thereon, as before that agreement : this 
measure, we conceive, comes strictly within the description of those measures whereon it 
was intimated to the two companies, that they should Hold a communication ; that is to say, 
such as would tend to reconcile the interests of the two companies with each other and those 
of the public. The Grand Canal company, in their appeal now depending before his Grace 
in council, have complained of the reduction of the tolls on the Royal Canal runnino- 
parallel to theirs, to their present low rate, as very much increasing the injury which they 
have sustained by the approximation of the two canals, by reason of its producing a fur- 
ther virtual approximation, as injurious to the trade on their canal, and their profits arising 
from thence, as if the line of the Royal Canal had been situate many miles nearer to the 
Grand Canal than it now is ; for which reason, considering the Grand Canal company ma- 
terially interested in this matter, we hope we shall not be considered as intermeddling in a 
business wherein they have no interest or concern; as to the interest of the Royal Canal 
company therein, we conceive no doubt can he entertained, as we are convinced, and of 
which we believe you are now fully aware, that, even without taking into consideration the 
constant depreciation of the value of money, lately rapidly increasing, the annual produce 
of a toll of one penny per ton per mile on the trade existing or likely to take place on 
any canal in this country, would not be more than sufficient for defraying the expenses of 
the necessary establishment of officers and servants, and of the repairs of the works ; and 
that such restoration of the toll, which the Royal Canal company was originally entitled to 
receive, is indispensably necessary for the purpose of giving them a prospect of deriving 
such a reasonable profit from their undertaking, as may not only enable them to discharge or 
bear their present encumbrances, but to give Them an inducement to raise, partly by ^sub- 
scriptions, and credit to raise partly by loans, sums sufficient for extending their canal to 
its point or points of final destination, whatever it or they rnr.y be, whether Lough Erne 
or Lough Allen, or both; and we do not hesitate to say, without fear of contradiction on 
your part, that without such restoration of their original toll, the Royal Canal com'pany will 
not, consistently with prudence or a due regard to the safety of their creditors, be able to 
raise, either by subscriptions or loans, sums sufficient for defraying even one-third of the 
expense of continuing their canal beyond either Granard or Ballymahon ; and we expect 
that on a full discussion and explanation of this subject, it will be no difficult matter to con- 
vince tiie directors general and His Majesty’s Government, that the interests pf the public, 
so far as they depend on the extension of inland navigation, and the consequent iiierease 
of agriculture, require that that company should not be left in a state where they may have 
neither spirit nor credit to induce or enable them to proceed on their undertaking". 

Thirdly, We propose, as an advisable measure, that the tolls payable on the Grand Canal 
on the same articles of corn, grain, meal, malt, and flour, should be reduced, by purchase with 
tiie public money, to the same rate of one penny half-penny per ton per mile, to which wq 
suggest that the tolls on the same articles carried on tire Royal Canal, should be restored. 

And here we have to mention to you, that as well in furtherance of our own wishes in that 
respect, as in compliance with those of his Grace the Lord Lieutenant, a proposal on this 
subject on the part of the Grand Canal company, has been submitted to the directors 
general, and is now under their consideration, of which matter we think ir proper to apprize 
you, as we conceive that upon such equalization of the tolls payable on the two canal* 

»n respect of the principal articles of carriage thereon, no reasonable objection to a junc- 
tion between the two canals would remain, which might not be removed by an arrangement 
or arrangements easy to be devised. This measure we conceive to be an object of "-mat im- 
poitanee, and worthy of particular attention, and one which vve conceive would not ouly be 
highly beneficial to the public, but would, under due regulations, produce great and equal ad- 
vantages to the two companies, in case the Royal Canal shall in its further progress take such 
more northern direction as proposed by us, inasmuch as, in such case, an expenditure of a 
•mm not amounting (as we have reason to suppose) to one tenth part of the sum expended 
fn either or each of the said canals, and not exceeding one thirteenth part of those expended 

*9* 1 ' Q* 
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Gran/banal on *' 01 ' the purpose of opening two navigable communications between the east and 
i ^ v west of Ireland, would produce almost direct inland navigations between the principal 
sea ports and towns in the north, and those situated in the south. Therefore we propose, 

Fourthly, That in case the Royal Canal shall in its further progress take such northern 
direction by the way of Granard, and in case of such equalization of the tolls payable on 
the said principal articles of trade, an application shall be made to government, through 
the medium of the board of directors general, or otherwise for a suitable aid of public money, 
suppose two-thirds of the estimated expense (being the proportion in which aids have been 
granted to the Royal Canal company for the prosecution of their undertaking) towards the 
expense of such junction of the two canals. 

The line of junction should, as we conceive, commence from the Royal Canal at Thomas- 
t'o%n, immediately or as nearly as conveniently may be opposite to the point where such 
northern line of that canal would commence, and should join at Edenderry an off-branch 
from the Grand Canal, which has been already made to that town, from which part of the 
Grand Canal such line of junction should be continued from Edenderry, either to Mo- 
liast.ereveit (according to a line heretofore surveyed and found easy of execution) 
or to some part of the Grand Canal near the town of Raihangan, as might be found 
cheapest, or for any other reason most advisable; which continuation of the line of 
junction from Edenderry to Monastereven or Rathangan, would be necessary or advisable, 
in order to avoid a circuit of several miles in the communication between the north of 
Ireland and the city of Waterford, as well as the several towns and districts situate on 
the rivers Barrow and N ore, and to prevent an unnecessary consumption of water of the 
summit level of the Grand Canal, by means of boats in taking that circuitous course 
passing through that level and the intermediate locks. 

Several considerable advantages to be produced by such junction must be manifest, and 
we are not aware of any material objection that could be made to it on your part; but as 
the subject is a new one, growing out of the prospect of a termination ot the rivalry of 
the two companies by the several before-mentioned means, we think it proper to point out 
some of the many advantages to both companies, as well as to the public, which would 
be derived from this measure, and to give an answer to the only objection on your part 
which has reached our ears. 

The populous and manufacturing northern counties o c Ireland, it is well known are deficient 
in corn, and particularly wheat, in which the southern counties, wherewith the Grand Canal 
communicates, arc abundant ; and it is equally well known, that therefore the northern counties 
are now supplied with that necessary article, partly by coast-carriage from the south of 
Ireland, but principally by land-carriage from the counties of Meath and Louth, but we 
conceive there can be no doubt that if such junction between the two canals as suggested 
by us shall take place, the greater part, if not the whole of that supply would be furnished 
through the medium of the line of junction, to the great reciprocal profit of both companies ; 
and as it may be material to anticipate and endeavour to prevent any hostile disposition to 
the measure, on the part of any portion of the kingdom, arising from an apprehension 
of injury thereby, it may not be impertinent here to point out that the produce of 
the counties of Meath and Louth situate o.i the Irish Channel, when deprived of the 
northern markets, would find a ready and an ample market in Great Britain, through the 
ports of Dublin and Drogheda. 

Such line of junction would produce an immediate conveyance for the stone coal of the 
county of Kilkenny and the Queen’s County (peculiarly suited for manufacturing purposes, 
and the burning of lime, now universally employed in agriculture) into the districts about 
Mullingar and Granard ; whereby at all events the Royal Canal company would be enabled 
to anticipate at least a portion of that profit, which they expect at some future day to de- 
rive from the collieries at Lough Allen. 

The extensive system of inland navigation to be produced by such junction, extending 
in every, direction through Ireland, would produce the transit thereby of troops and 
their baggage, and of ammunition and military stores, not only in case of invasion or insur- 
rection, but probably on all ordinary occasions of their removal ; and we hope that we 
shall not be deemed as intermeddling in matters not within our province, by mentioning to 
you, as a circumstance to be pointed out for the consideration of His Majesty’s Government, 
whether Bruce Hill, lying in the angle or fork of the two northern lines suggested by 
us, one tending to Lough Erne and the other to Lough Allen, and which, with great advan- 
tage to the general system of inland navigation, might be completely insulated by a cross 
cut from Kilieshandra westward along the vale of the Croaghan river, reported by Mr. 
Killaly to be most inviting in respect of the facility of its execution, would not constitute 
a strong as well as convenient northern depot for troops, &c. being about as far distant 
northward from the present central depbt at Athlone on the river Shannon, as that now 
constructing at Tempiemore, in the county of Tipperary, will be distant from if, in a 
southern direction, all which depots might have a communication by water with each 
other, as well as with the metropolis. And should that measure be adopted, it is mani- 
fest that the two canals, with their off-branches, must to our mutual profit become 
or supersede all the great military roads of this part of the United Kingdom. 

But the great and most material advantage which not only the two companies but the 
public would derive from such junction, remains to be mentioned; the most artificial parts 
or' the two canals respectively, viz. the parts thereof on which by far the greatest number of 
Jocks, aqueducts, and high and dangerous embankments have been constructed, are 
situate between the city of Dublin and those points of each canal where the line of 
junction would communicate with them, there being on the Grand Canal, in that short 

7c. distance. 
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distance, viz. between the sea in the harbour of Dublin and Edenderry, a distance of only I. 

about 33 miles, twenty-nine locks (some of them double ones) and consequently on the Royal G rand Canal. 

Canal between the sea at the same place, and the point of junction at Thomastown, ^ 

about a similar distance of 33 miles, the same quantity of , lockage (however it may be 

divided) with only the difference of two looks, that is to say, the two which wilt remain 

after. deducting from the two locks on each side the present summit or the Grand Canal, 

making together four, the two locks necessary for descending from the Royal Canal into 

the Philipstown level of the Grand Canal. VVe presume that it is unnecessary for us to 

remind you that these complex works of art, and tiie parts of the canal next adjoining 

thereto, liable to constant injury from the rapid flux of water through the sluices of the 

locks, are those which require either constant or periodical repairs, whereby the navigation 

must be frequently interrupted; but should such line of junction as now proposed by us, 

be formed to the westward on each canal of the before-mentioned chain of locks thereon 

respectively, nothing else would be necessary for the purpose of ensuring a constant inland 

navigation between tl\e city of Dublin and all the interior part's of Ireland communicating 

with either canal, than a regulation between the two companies, or due caution that the 

periodical repairs of the before-mentioned artificial parts of both canals, should not take 

place or be going on at the same time ; as in such. case the trade between tiie part of such 

canal situate to tiie westward of its communication with the line of junction and the city 

of Dublin, might be carried on by such line of junction and the other Canal not then under 

repair. And permit us here to mention a circumstance, from which we believe we may, 

without incurring any risque of giving you offence, say the Royal Canal would be much 

more likely to derive a benefit tiian the Grand Canal, viz. that, if tiie trade ot either of 

them should exceed the quantity which the locks on it should be capable of passing in the 

twenty -four hours of each day, which near the city of Dublin is by no means improbable, the 

surplus might pass by the other of them not then possessing so extensive a trade- 

And here wc conceive to be the proper place to mention the only regulations which 
would in our opinion be necessary, in order to prevent any future jealousy or competition 
that might be injurious to the two companies (and for which perhaps the sanction of the 
legislature might be necessary) viz. a regulation whereby every boat using any part ot 
either of the canals westward of the part communicating with the line of junction in its 
voyage between the interior of the country and the city of Dublin, and passing through the 
line of junction, should be liable to the payment of tolls to the same amount as if it had 
performed the whole of its voyage on that canal, without passing through the line of 
junction, except when any part thereof situate between Dublin and Edenderry or Tbouias- 
town respectively should be impassable by being out of repair, by' the making of repairs, 
by want of sufficient water or otherwise; the districts of country situate on, the part oi die 
Uye of junction to have the free choice of using either canal. 

But it has reached our ears that an accession of water to be gained by the Grand Canal 
from the Royal Canal by such junction, is supposed by some persons to be our principal 
inducement to the promoting or countenancing such junction : in order lo remove which 
unfounded suspicion, we think it proper to mention, that such water, as by reason of the 
Royal Canal being higher at Thomastown (the proposed point of junction) than the Grand 
Canal, should pass into the line of junction, could not flow into the summit of die G#ud. 

Canal (the only part of that canal where an addition of water would be desirable *%hr 
same being mauy feet higher than the Royal Canal at Thomastown, but if not diverted 
in its progress, would pass into the Philipstown level of the Grand Canal, now fifteen mile* 
in length, and already abundantly supplied with water, partly from the summit of th» 

Grand Canal, but principally by the Yellow River and others already flowing into that 
level, which last-mentioned level is capable of being extended southward upwards of sixty 
miles, and in its future extension would acquire the waters of several other considerable 
rivers. And in order to evince our sincerity in ibis respect, as well as for the purpose of 
pointing out to you the facility of the Royal Canal company’s preserving the water of their 
canal for their own use, we ttiink it proper to mention to you that immediately below the 
locks on the line of junction necessary for the purpose of descending into that line, and to be 
situate as close as conveniently may be to the present main trunk of the Royal Canal, sc 
stop-gate or regulating gates might be erected, so as to send by an overfall into the lower 
levels of the Royal Canal, such water as may be used -in the passage of such locks, of 
which two, each with a fail of about eight feet, would (as we are informed by Mr. Killaly) 
be necessary, unless a circuit of no very considerable length in the line of junction, so a* 
to communicate with the Royal Canal nearer to Dublin at the foot of the second lock in 
that direction, should be thought more advisable; in which case such stop-gate alone 
(without any overfall) would be necessary for retaining in the Royal Canal its own water. 

If government and the Royal Canal company should concur in opinion with us, us to tha 
advantage of such measures to all parties, it Would only remain to be considered by whom, 
and with what funds, the work should be executed. On this subject fortunately we should, 
not be disposed to enter into any competition with the Royal Canal company. Although 
we are convinced that such line of junction would, .subject to the same rate of tolls, be as. 
profitable as any part of either canal executed at the same expense, vt'e presume that, pro- 
fiting by past experience, you will agree with us in opinion that it would not be advisable 
for either company to undertake it without considerable public aid, suppose in the before 
mentioned proportion of two-thirds of the expense, with aright to charge a toll of one 
penny per ton per mile ; and even with such aid, and on such terms, we should not re- 
commend it to the Grand Canal company to become competitors with your company for 
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the execution of it; though we think they should not decline it, if its execution depend on 
their undertaking it. * 

This matter, however, we should be disposed to leave to the election of the Royal Ca- 
nal company ; submitting to you, however, that the execution of the continuation of i t 
lroin hdenderry to Rathangan or Monastereven (for the before-mentioned purposes) would 
most naturally belong, or would with more propriety be entrusted to the Grand Canal com- 
pany ; and that otherwise such regulation as before suggested, in order to prevent an in jori- 
ous competition for the trade of the south of Ireland between the two companies, should be 
extended to the said continuation of such line. 



V; e I nre 1101 now able to state to you the amount of the expense of such last-mentioned 
’ bl,t P rcs,| ine that it would not much exceed one hundred thousand pounds. Rut M r. 

V y 0UI en s m f? r . is now employed in making a survey of it, together with an estimate 
°‘ Ui CX P^ G ,5f’ wnich when completed we shall communicate to you. 

ri fully, li e propose that, in order to disengage the two companies from their present 
pecuniary embarrassments, to establish their credit, and enable them, partly by loans and 
partiy by further subscriptions, to execute such works connected with their respective canals 
as government shall recommend or approve of, each company shall make a full and candid 
statement of their affairs, comprising their annual incomes and necessary disbursements m 



u ouu.i.il uj uicii (.ousiuciauon suen measures as may be proper tor the above-mentioned 
purposes ; of winch description the measure that most immediately occurs to us, would be 
a substitution ot government debentures, bearing an interest at the rate of three pounds ten 
shillings per cent, in the place and stead of the loan debentures of each company, now con- 
stituting their respective debts, and bearing an interest of six pounds per cent.’; whereby a 
saving of several thousand pounds per annum would be produced to the Grand Canal com- 
pany* and, as we believe, to that of the Royal Canal. 

\ou must be aware that, on making any such proposition to government, each company 
must be prepared to consent to pay into His Majesty’s treasury the surplus of their tolls and 
other resources, over and above the sums necessary for defraying the expenses of their re- 
spective establishments and the annual repairs of their works, and after making a reason- 
able provision tor contingent expenses. At the same time we should not be without hopes 
•that, on a representation being made of the number and description of persons who have 
•vested in the stock of our companies the principal part of their private fortunes, it might be 
* lea ® onab I® an “ advisable to make provision for the continuance of a moderate di- 
vidend on the stock of each company, varying perhaps in its amount with a reference to the 
actual situation and the prospects of each of them. With respect to the Grand Canal com- 
jiany, the annual saying that would be made bv such reduction of the annual amount of the 
interest payable by them would bring all their before annual expenses, including the inte- 
rest ot their debt, nearly if not altogether within the amount of their annual income, so that 
it no provision should be made for dividends on their stock, they would in this respect re- 
ceive no other favour from government than the loan of its name and of its credit : and if 
unfortunately your company should be under a necessity of requiring a more substantial 
lavyir, they will, as we conceive, have to explan and insist on their wants and their merits 
with the public ; and we entertain little or no doubt that, after full statements of the affairs 
ot both companies, there will be little difficulty in satisfying His Majesty’s government that 
some decisive measures are necessary for their relief; not only for the purpose of protecting 
and promoting the Inland Navigation of Ireland, but for preventing the great public cal- 
amity and distress which would be produced, if by any pecuniary embarrassments of 
the two companies, even of a temporary nature, the property of individuals, amounting to 
upwards of tnree millions, vested in their debts and stock, should suddenly become un- 
productive. J 

Such are the measures, which we take the liberty of submitting to your consideration as 
proper to reconcile the interests of the two companies with each other and those of the pub- 
lrc j and «ie accomplishment whereof our joint efforts should, as we conceive, be directed : 
and which, ft substance, may be recapitulated in very few words : viz. 

The extension of the Royal Canal by a northern line. 

An equalization of the tolls payable on the two canals, on the before-mentioned principal 
articles ot carriage thereon. ' 

A junction of the two .Canals. 

A diminution of the annual expenditures of both companies, and an establishment of 
their credit, by a guarantee on the part of government of the punctual payment of the interest 
ot their respective debts at a reduced rate. 

For the accomplishment of the three first of the before-mentioned measures, including the 
reduction ot the tolls payable on the Grand Canal on the said enumerated articles, to the rate 
ot one penhy half-penny per ton per mile, (io which we suggest that those of the Royal 
Canal should be raised) and for which reduction we have required a sum of three 
hundred arid thirteen thousand eight hundred pounds, it would be necessary to apply 
to parliament for an aid of about fi ve hundred thousand pounds, supposing a fund to be now 
remaining at. the disposal of the directors general sufficient for the payment of the before- 
rnentioned aid ot eighty-four thousand eight hundred and ninety-eight pounds eighteen 
s ii mgs and ten-pence, towards the extension of the Royal Canal from Thomastown to 
Culdony near Graf lard, and supposing that government should be disposed to grant aids in 
the same proportion towards the execution of the remainder of said proposed works. Inas- 
much as the expense of further extending the Royal Canal from Culdony to Lough Erne 
(as estimated by Mr. Killaly) would amount to one hundred and eighty-two thousand six 

hundred 
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T. jealousy, or competition between tlie two companies, so the proposed junction of die two 
G aud C anal. ; cana ls would produce a junction of their interests, and from thenceforth any extension 
from either canal would be in effect an extension of both; and the prosperity of one com- 
pany would promote the prosperity of the other, as well as that of the United Kingdom ; 
and no competition could exist between them, except in performing good offices the one 
towards the other. 

By order of the Court of Directors of the Grand Canal company. 

The Court of Directors (Signed) Daniel Bagot. 

of the Royal Canal Company. 



Ho. ii. (D.) — An Extract of a LETTER from the Directors General of Inland Navigation in 

Ireland, to the Royal Canal Company ; dated 23d October 1807. 

Directors General on Major General Pratt’s Report, the 9th September. 

BEFORE they can form a decided opinion upon a subject involving so many consequences, 
they must request further information. The difficulty stated by the general to have oc- 
curred in crossing the rocky elevations on Mr. Evans’s line to Tarmonbury, as well as to 
Rooskey, suggested by Mr. Rennie, by Ardagh to Longford* appear to be strong reasons for 
avoiding those lines ii possible. But nothing is yet before the board to convince them that 
an eligible line is not to be had suitable to the public advantage. The general’s observa- 
tion confirms the hope of benefits to be obtained by a communication with the collieries and 
iron works at Lough Allen, as represented by every engineer that has been over the ground 
• since the measure was first taken up by parliament, and as particularly stated by the 
gentlemen of the county of Leitrim. 

In prosecution of this particular object, it does not appear from your map, that a favourable 
line may not be taken from Coolnahay to Bnllinaloch, and from thence following up the 
course of the Jnny, and passing to the north in the neighbourhood of Granard, and from 
thence to the Shannon, if not to Rooskey, perhaps in the neighbourhood of Garrick on 
Shannon ; if the collieries were the only object of the navigation, it does not appear that 
such a line alluded to might not prove to be the shortest communication with the metropolis; 
but though a more circuitous line should be found necessary to be taken, the board do not 
conceive that circumstances should or would form a conclusive objection, because the more 
extensive intercourse of commerce between the country and the metropolis, would increase 
the public benefit equally with that of the company. 

From inspection of the general map of Ireland, it does not seem unreasonable to expect 
an easy communication with Lough Erne, from the neighbourhood of Granard, by river 
Erne, of which the board understand many miles are already navigable. 

Although this be not an object of the board’s present intention, yet certainly it would 
be a great inducement to seek for a north line to the Upper Shannon, by which your sum- 
mit might command such au important extension at a future day. If your line, by taking 
such direction as herein described (for the fioavd mean only a general idea,) can be brought 
tp join the Shannon at any point between Lough Allen and Lough Rea, a communication 
with the counties of Leitrim, Roscommon, Sligo and Mayo, will be facilitated and en- 
couraged, tending very much to the improvement of the country and of your company’s 
passage trade : these considerations induce the board to desire you will cause a more north- 
erly line tp be sought out and levelled, sufficiently for general information, and the difficulties 
in one point may not deter you from searching for a practicable course, however circuitous, 
to the northern Shannon. Upon your further report, with such a survey, the board will take 
tfie subject into speedy consideration. I am directed to add, that if the board should con- 
clude au agreement with you for the continuance qf your line, the necessary expense pf this 
survey will be allowed. 

By order of the Board, 

(Signed) William Gregory, 

Royal Canal Company. 5th Nov. 



No. 12. — Copy of a LETTER from Daniel Bagot, esq. Secretary to the Directors of 
the Grand Canal Company, to William Gregory, esq. dated 20th February 1813 ;-r 
inclosing a Petition of the Directors to his Grace the Lord Lieutenant. 

Sir, Grand Canal House, 20th February 1813. 

BY order of the Court of Directors of the Grand Canal company, I have the honour to 
transmit herewith their Petition, addressed to his Grace the Lord Lieutenant, praying that 
his Grace will be pleased to order to be transmitted to the Irish office in London, or to such 
department there of His Majesty’s government as may be usual in such cases, the several 
maps, documents and papers therein mentioned, which were submitted to his Grace in 
council on the hearing of the Appeal depending in the year 1810, wherein the Grand Canal 
company were Appellants, and the Royal Canal company were Respondents, from an adjudi- 
cation of the directors general of Inland Navigation in Ireland, recommending a grant of 
public money, as an aid to the Royal Canal company for extending their Canal from Cool- 
nahay, in the county of Westmeath, to the river Shannon at Tarmonbury ; and ajso a copy 
of the Minutes of the parol evidence given on both sides ou the hearing qf that Appeal. 

And 
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And at it -W die wtah of Ihc director. of the Grand Ccncl company to mad all -falter J. 
controversy with the Royal Canal company tire d, rectors take .U > 22123 ^. 

almost respect, of suggesting to his Grace, that much trouble <?*«#“' 
a ,iglu be prevented, in case a clause similar to the 26th section of the Act of the 40th of His 
"present Majesty, chap. 51, should be by his Grace recommended to Parliament to be in- 
serted in miy Act .granting aid to the Royal Caiml company. , 

At tlH- same tiuS, I ad Started to take this opportunity of requesting, that you wiH have 
the rood ness to communicate to his Grace, that although the Grand Canal company would 
.consider injurious the junction of the Royal Canal with the Shannon at any place so much 
to the southward as Booster, mentioned m the .Petition ot the Royal Canal company, pre- 
sented to the House of Commons in the aessron of 1811, .» recited in the accompany mg 
Pelition, yet, if upon a due consideration of the subject by Ills Mujesi v s .government Or 
parliament, after tearing the Grand Canal company, and receiving such evidence as they 
'shall produce, it shall appear to the interest of the public, that the Royal Canal should tie 
extended by or near the town of Cranard, to the Shannon at Rooskey, or 
to the southward thereof! the court of diicctors would recommend it to the Grand Cat, J 
company not to resist die application thereto of any such proposed grant, let tie amount 

1,1 Vvhkh point of junction of the Royal Canal with the Shannon, at Roosloy, the court of 
directors beg leave to observe, would be nearer to the northern extremity oi the lake called 
Lough Reef constituting part of that river, than the point of junction ot the G and Canal 
with that rivet near die town of Bauagher, is to the southern extremity oi that lake which 
has been considered by the directors general as dividing the river Shannon into the two 
several parts thereof, tailed by them and by the Royal Banal company, the Northern and 

Souther* Shannon. , 

I have tiie honour to be, oir, 

Y our most obedient humble servant, 

Dublin Castle, »6th Feb. 1813, (Signet!)' Daniel Bagtit. 

W. Gregory. 

(Enclosure) — No. 12. 

The Company of) 1 To hh, Grace Charles Duke of Richmond, Lord 

Undertakers of the > Appellants. \ Lieutenant General and General Governor ot 
Panal - -S ) Ireland. „ * 

TheRoyalCanallp . fa ( The humble PETITION of die Court of B.re«ors for 
Comoanv^ - - -I Respondents.] the ordering, managing and directing the Affairs i df 
P y the Company of Undertakers of'the Grand Canal:— 

THAT In or about the month of January 1810, the Grand Canal company preferred 
their Petition and Appeal to your Grace in Council, against an Adjudication of the 
Directors General of Inland Navigation in Ireland, .recommending a grant of about seventy- 
one thousand pounds, as an aid to the Royal Cana company for extending their canal 
from Cooinahay in the county of Westmeath, to the river bhamm.r a larmonbnry which 
Appeal was Sided on a clause contained in the statute passed in the fomefc trf ftfe 
reign of His present Majesty, chap. 51. sect. u6. By which it was mulcted, that no canal, 
or off-branch from any canal, should be authorized by the said Directors General to be 
carried on, which should interfere with, approach towards, or be injurious to any other 
canal, without the consent of the company or undertakers ot such canal. r 

That on the hearing of the said Appeal, your Petitioners submitted to your Grace 
several maps and documents not stated or referred to m the publication entitled, l apera 
relating to Inland Navigation,” ordered by the House of Commons to be printed, sad 
July ,8?*. viz. amongst others, copies of the correspondence between the Courts ot 
Directors of the two companies; copies of Letters of John Rennie, e ^H u >re engi^er to 
the Directors of the Royal Canal company, dated respectively the 22d day ot Oc o e 
1S05, and 13th day of November 1806; and of the Letter ot the Director-General, dated 
the 23d day of October 1807, to the Court of Directors of the Royal Canal company, 
together with an original Map. prepared by John Kiilaly, esqmre, engineer, djnbmg the 
several lines proposed or suggested by your Petitioners, for tJie ex ensio ono-h 

Canal, by or Sear the Town oFGrauard, to the northern part ot the Shannon , and to .Lough 
Erne; and several Maps were then also submitted to your Grace, on paroftheR^ a 
Canal company, describing the original line of extension of that canal to the Shannon at 

Tannonbnry, and the then proposed deviation from it. 

That by an Order of your Grace in Council, bearing date the 14th day of July 1810, 
made in the matter of the said Petition and Appeal, after having heard the evidencecT 
several witnesses, and the parties interested, by their Counsel, the said Adjudication of the 

D Thar clause under which the said Appeal was so brought by your Petitioners, it 
is enacted, that the decision of the Lord Lieutenant in Council upon any such Appeal, -hall 
be final and conclusive to all intents and purposes ; and so well aware were 1 
Canal company thereof, that they, in a Petition :tfterwan,s presented to the House of 
Commons m the Sessions of the year 1811, slated, as your Petitioners believe, and humbly 
insist the truth is, “ that on the said Appeal from the order of the Directors Geneial, your 
“ Grace and Council were pleased to reverse it, as tending to the injury of your Petitioners 
« an opinion founded, as they the Royal Canal company conceived, not on ttaamaU 
79 - CV ,on 
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Grand Canal. <• ^ coratqoencw expected to 

“ as Tarmonbnry, that the; th“!lS CaSl ^r 1 ” 8 »" >° 4 e s ! outhw 4 

‘ finally determined, that they must either renoi.n™ n' ^ , iere oie considered it as then 
“ General, or adopt the line to Rooskey ’’ bein- Tline ^Texten"" l ° the Directors 

that place, by or near the town of Granard K co .mv nf W^ ° f th k e . R ,°>’ al Canal to 
veyed and ascertained to be practicable at a moderns y ° f ^ eslniea th, then lately sur- 
described in the before-mentioned Map prepared by Mr- KiSv “ pe "^ “ P« 

of such ^fi'^hi*"i“ing' 

applied to the extension of the Royal Canal to the river SI a„^n », T° re ' 11 ™ uo » c d, to be 
he application of which expend grant to that p„ til ' Pa ™ lblll '.V aforesaid, 
tioners are advised) as being injurious to the PosTi be ’ 1 onl - v (as y° ur peti- 

pr.ncipleof the before recited clause in the said Act of ParliL^nTand’o? t r ,ola,i «" of 
of your Grace in council founded thereon but wn ,.U ’ n . d . of tne said decision 

ceive, a misapplication of the public money, which ^nm ht “tTtL^T'T humbly cou ' 
kingdom, be expended in the extension odthe Lval CaMl to to g ? d ” ntage of ,hl! 
oi Ireland not now enjoying the benefit of Inland Navtoto * ' a reH1 ” S ' 111,0 P ai '» 
evidence laid before your Grace in council Uol b as demonstrated by the 

4 tej 7 te£? ££ ^ *££“£ 2 * G T" d «“ -r» Wore 

posed extension of the Roval Canal to thsdast sueligi ant to such now pro- 
doing to avail themselves of the p riLcip ieso S fha H ‘ “ d * » 

council, as they with dne deference nnde ind them to de ?T °‘, y ? llr Gl '““ 
operation thereof, they beg leave to men, ton thevArerffinto ?? d ‘he effect and 

statement of the Royal Cana] company in their said petition “ "" th tte f ° Ie S 01 ”S 
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray, that vourfiraw will kn 1 i 
transmitted to the Irish office in London or to" snrlwW . b pleased to order to be 
government as may be usual in such ca.B the mhd of His Majesty’s 

.were submitted to your Grace ofi the hemne of said a 3 ' do ^ UI “ nt , Sy and papers, which 
said parliamentary publication, and amon? others thoseTercinhch btated r , ef< : rred to in the 

era °ib“my” 0 8S’ 2Mh *£*«**? f ^ Bll «- * .he 

3 6 Company of Undertakers of the Grand Canal. 



Dublin Castle, 26th February 1813. 
W. Gregory. 



(Signed) Dam Bagot. 



Extracts from the M I N UTES of the Privv. Council of Ireland 

Petition and Appeal of J^ZTcllcZ^ ^ “*/* th < 1 

Tuesday, 9th January 1810. 

His Grace Charles Duke of Richmond, Lord Lieutenant, in Council. 
PETITION and Appeal of the Undertakers of the firanrl 1 
for copies of the Proposal of the Royal Canal company, and of the 
accompanying same, and that they may he allowed to lay evidencebeS hit C™ Estl ^ e 
S" 4 " “PP“‘ *** he heajd by 

thra^o’cloc^ in'the tofernoon)^R^d— St^^ed.^ 0 ” ,pth J “ y ; •*, - 

Saturday, 13th January 1810. 

His Grace Charles Duke of Richmond, Lord Lieutenant, in Council 
J*^^JS£SZZ$Zf. Sf ““ ° f ^ &and ^ PtoJtog fa certain 
Dec’ t proper office, of the 

hut with respect to the oiler doeumeuts thereto raoffir’er that toe P «“exed ; 

the same be considered by the board, when the Appeal of th/Jid expedienc J of granting 
come, on to be heard on lire e 7 th 

Saturday, 27th January 1810. 

Hi, Grace Charles Duke of Richmond, Lord Lieutenant, in Council 
TOR hearing the Petition and Appeal of the Undertakers of the Grand Canal company _ 
Orders of the oth and 13th instant January,— Read. 

J he Prayer of the Petition and Appeal,— Read. 

Counsel 
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Counsel for the Grand Canal— Messrs. Barton and W“ Johnson. 
Counsel for the Royal Canal— Mr. Serjeant Ball. 

Debated. 

ORDER that both parties be at liberty to take 







‘ at _ - ' •” V — « ‘W v/escivaiions subjoined to the Certifi- 

catc in the Ieiition mentioned; anil that the appellants ill tins ease bp allowed to lav 
evidence before he board in support of the allegations in said Appeal, so far as the same 
ends to establish mat the proposed line would be more-injurious to them than another Itae 
tending to the same point,— Read— Signed. Jme 

Friday, 6th April 1810. 

His Grace Charles Duke of Richmond, Lord Lieutenant, in Council. 

THE further hearing of the Petition and Appeal of the Grand Canal company came on. 

Counsel for the Grand Canal company— Messrs. \V“ Johnson and Scriven. 

Counsel for the Royal Canal — Mr. Seijeant Ball. 

a™ r e o G ln d C T al cora P? n T’ stat “ «»*» ™*e on the Statutes of the noth 
to Banaghe^n^the^Koyd^Can^ pro'^ding^o^araoldjmry 

Friday, the 13th April 1810. 

His Grace Charles Duke of Richmond, Lord Lieutenant, in Council. 

FOR further hearing the Petition and Appeal of the Undertakers of the Grand Canal. 

Counsel for' the lnd Scrilen ' 

Mr. Serjeant Ball, for the Royal Canal, states, that Mr. Thomas Townsend tl 
engineer, tinned a map ot their intended line, and a scale in explanation toereoh ’ 

Mr . Thomas Townsend sworn, and examined. 

Mr - Jones, an engineer, sworn, and examined. 

Mr. Striven, for the Grand Canal, states the injury the undertakers of tl,„ n, , n , 
will sustain if the Royal Canal company proceeds 'in ilieir intended line ; and proEmf™* 
Mr. Christopher Dillon, sworn, and examined, who mentions that the trade of ,hl r i 
Canal will be greatly affected, if the line to Coolnahay will be followed by L Royal ci“af 

-• ^,-cWe- 

mtoie rive. Shannon by the river Innee, it would .nasally injure the^Se rf KSd 

Jfr. Andrew Bagot sworn, and examined. That he is well aconainted with rh. i 
Shannon, and the trade carried on by the Grand Canal ; that he hath eva„, ned ! l 
in which the entries are made of its trade, and the toils of both Gmials aXat *e 1!? 

before “ ieachcs Tamoi,b “^ v 

is ,c tra t r ' “ d - 

at liberty to proceed by the river limee into ’the Shannon it wUl^e ‘ moreT P ‘? ) ' “l-**? 
of tne trade carried on by the Shannon to Dublin “ thau tw °- thlrds 

^•STTnferKe m ST ”S d «“*■* * the 

CauauLtSy! 10 " * “ d Ci *" al 

“'a o'cloek b6arI “ S ° f l ' le Said a “ d A PP cal > -MB to-morrow at 

79 . T 

Saturday 
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I. Saturday, 14th April 1810. 

j His Grace Charles Duke of Richmond, Lord Lieutenant, in Council. 

dN continuation of the hearing the Petition and Appeal of the Graijd Canal company. 

Counsel for the Grand Canal — Messrs. W m Johnson and Scriven. 

Counsel for the Royal Cana! — Mr. Serjeant Ball. 

Mr. Scriven, for the Grand Canal, states the benefits which would accrue to the Rovul 
Canal and the northern parts of the kingdom, were the said canal extended towards Lough 
Erne, which he can fully prove by the evidence of Mr. Killally their engineer. 

Mr. John Kiilaly sworn, and examined; — that lie is well acquainted with the intended 
line '"of the canal from Coolnahay to Ballymahon and Tarmonbury, and is of opinion, that 
if the said Royal Canal company would extend their line in a northern direction, it would 
be of greater advantage to said company than in pursuing the line to Tarmonbury. 

Mr. Thomas Oldham sworn, and examined;— that the tolls demanded by the Royal Cana! 
company being lower than those of the Grand Canal, will occasion the trade to go iuto 
the Royal Canal, to the great injury of the other canal. 

His Grace the Lord Lieutenant, and their Lordships, adjourned the further hearing 
of said Petition until Thursday the 19th day of April instant, at 12 o’clock. 

Thursday', the 19th April 1810. 

His Grace Charles Duke of Richmond, Lord Lieutenant, in Council. 

TOR further hearing the Petition and Appeal of the Grand Canal. 

Counsel for the Grand Canal — Mr. Burton, Mr. W m Johnson and Scriven. 

Counsel for the Royal Canal — Mr. Serjeant Ball. 

Mr. Johnston, for the Grand Canal, states the losses sustained by them since die Royal 
Canal has arrived at Coolnahay', and produces 

Mr. Andrew Bagot, who being sworn and examined, particuhtrizes the same. 

The further hearing of the said Petition and Appeal, adjourned to the 8th day of 
May next. 

Tuesday,, the Sth May 1810. 

His Grace Charles Duke of Richmond, Lord Lieutenant, in Council. 

FOR further hearing the Petition and Appeal of the Grand Canal company. 

Counsel for the Grand Canal — Messrs. Burton, W m Johnston, and Mr. Scriven. 

Mr. Serjeant Ball, the counsel for the Royal Canal company, not attending by reason of 
the death of an only son, — 

Mr. William Cossrave, the agent for the Royal Canal company, and Mr. Burton the 
senior counsel for the Grand Canal, being ordered to attend his Grace and council, they 
accordingly attended ; and after answ'ering several questions proposed to them, his Grace 
and their Lordships adjourned the further proceeding of said bearing until Thursday the 
1 2th day of July next. 

Saturday 14th July 1810. 

His Grace Charles Duke of Richmond, Lord Lieutenant, in Counsel. 

FOR further hearing the Petition and Appeal of the Grand Canal company. 

Counsel for the Grand Canal company — Messrs. Burton, W“ Johnston and Scriven. 

Counsel for tire Royal Canal company — Mr. Serjeant Ball. 

His Grace the Lord Lieutenant and council proposed several questions to the counsel and 
agents of both companies, which being answered, they withdrew; and his Grace came to the 
following determination : — 

His Grace the Lord Lieutenant in council, having heard the Petition and Appeal of the 
Grand Canabcompany, from the adjudication of the Directors General of Inland Navigation, 
that a line of canal from Coolnahay to Ballymahon, proposed by the undertakers of the" Royal 
Canal company, is proper; and which adjudication was approved of by the Lord Lieutenant, 
and the Lords Commissioners for executing the office of Lord High Treasurer of Ireland, on 
the fifth day of December 1809; and having heard the evidence of several witnesses, and the 
parties interested by tbeir counsel, his Grace the Lord Lieutenant, with the advice of the 
Privy Council of Ireland, adjudges, that the said adjudication of the said Directors General 
should be reversed.; and the same is hereby reversed accordingly. 

(True copy.) John M‘Kai/, 

D* Clerk, C". 
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II. 



Copies of CORRESPONDENCE between fiis Majesty's Government in 
Ireland and The Royal Cam! Company, and other Papers ; — relative to the State 
of their Affairs, from the 24th November 1812, to the 15th of February 
1813 i—Viz. ' * 



No. 1 . — Copy of a Letter from the Right honourable 
Robert Peel to the Directors of The Royal Canal 
company ; dated 31st October 18 1 a. 

No. 1. — Copy of a Letter from Satnnel Draper, esq. 
Secretary to theDirectors ofThe Royal Canal com- 
pany, to the Right honourable Robert Peel ; dated 
the 10th November 1812 $ — enclosing 

Copy of the Resolutions of the Magistrates arid 
Freeholders of the county of Westmeath, at 
Mullingar, 24th March 1812. 



No, Copy of a Letter from the Right honourable 
Kobert I eel to the Directors General of Inland 
Navigation of Ireland ; dated the 24th November 

No, 4.— Extract of a Letter from the Right honourable 
Sackville Hamilton to the Right honourable Robert 
Peel; dated the Jjth. February 1813 ;-enclosing 
Copy of a Letter from Mr. Killaly . dated the 
9th February 1814,. addressed to the Right 
honourable Sackviiie Hamilton. 



} ■ Copy of a LETT tR from the Right honourable Robert Peel, to the 

Directors of the Royal Caual company ; dated gjst October 1S12. R 

v u r - t jt- c. Dublin Castle, 31st October 1812. 

T HAVE laid before the Lord Lieutenant your Secretary’s letter of 2qtb instant, enclosing 
x four notices ; one addressed to you, the other three to boat-owners, threatening that U' 
potatoes are brought on the canal from tire country to Dublin market, the banks of tfie 
canal shall be again cut, and the boats sunk or burned. And his Grace has commanded me >0 
desire you will acquaint me, for his information, what steps you have taken for the dis- 
covery of the persons concerned in sending the said threatening notices, and what measures 
in your opinion, it would be most advisable to pursue for the discovering those persons! 
and for the preservation of the canal from injury. I ha\ & ° 1 

Directors of the (Signed) Robert Peel. 

Royal Canal Company. The notices are returned herewith. 

Dublin Castle, 26th February 1813. 

TV. Gregory. 



No. 2. — Copy of a LETTER from Samuel Draper, esq. Secretary to the Directors of 
the Royal Canal company, to the Right honourable Robert Peel ; dated the loth 
November 1812-. 

Royal Canal House, 10th November 1812. 

THE Court of Directors of the Royal Canal company have the honour to acknowledge 
your letter of the 31st October, which they would have immediately answered, but that they 
thought they should be enabled to reply more satisfactorily to the second question you do 
them the honour of asking, relative to their opinion upon the measures it would be most 
advisable to pursue, for the discovery of the persons concerned in sending the threatenin'-- 
notices, and for the preservation of the canal from injury. * 

In respect to your first question, of what steps have been already taken for the discovery 
of the persons concerned in sending such threatening notices, the Directors be«- leave ta 
reply, that immediately upon the receipt of them, they sent circular letters to the several 
magistrates and clergymen of both persuasions, of the counties of Kildare, Meath, and 
Westmeath, acquainting them with their contents, and that they would give adequate 
rewards for such information as might tend to prevent the injury apprehended, entreating 
the magistrates to use their authority, in repressing such outrageous proceedings ; and the 
latter to exert their influence, in pointing out to their several congregations the enormity of 
the offence, and the injury that would be doneTy such means, not only to the community 
in general, but to many already too much distressed and suffering individuals. These were 
steps, the benefit of which had been most sensibly felt by the Directors last spring, (when 
outrages similar to those now threatened, had been carried into effect) in the prevention of 
further mischiefs, and in at least a reported repentance for what had been done. The 
Directors do not know of any other means which they have the power of using, for the 
protection of the canal ; but they beg leave to suggest, that a legislative enactment, 
levying the amount of the damage done to their works, upon the district in which such 
damage was committed, as is the case for malicious burning, might be an effectual prevention 
in future. Mr. Rochfort, the chairman of the committee of the noblemen and gentlemen 
of the county of Westmeath, being in town, the Directors thought it would be prudent to 
have some communication with him, before they finally replied to your second question : 
this communication was accordingly had, and he has obligingly permitted them to state his 
feelings, which, it is understood, are those also of the other magistrates of the county of 
Westmeath. He has, in the first place, republished the Resolutions entered into by theih 
last spring, upon the outrages having been committed on the banks of the Canal, anti which 

we 
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Royal Canal. 7 e ^ Ieav ? to ? nc \ ose to y ou 5 but he observes, that the threatening notices are mostlv 

v _ J/levclled against the boat-owners carrying potatoes to Dublin, which lie feels and acknou'. 

/ ledges are leaving that country in such quantities, as in some sort to justify the apprehen' 
/ *"!“ e " tert ™ cd b y *• P“P le 'hat country, of a scarcity. He is also if opinion, that 

/ 5 ™ «> ’? ? S»»* moasure, owing to the lowness of the toll for that article upolt the , Rosa 

/ Vim’ bein g but ° neba f-penny per ton per mile, and amounting for the whole way, from 

Mullingar to Dublin, on y to one shilling and eightpence per ton. This enables the farmers 
ot that country to send their potatoes to the market upon better terms, than those that are 
within hve mi.es of the city, and occasions, as he apprehends, too great a quantity being- 
sent out of the country. It is therefore his opinion, that the Directors should - increase thf 
toll upon potatoes; but it was stated to him, that they had not the power, in consequence 
ot their contract with the Directors General of inland Navigation. In corroboration of this 
opinion, the Directors of the Royal Canal beg leave to observe, that those of the Grand 
Canal charge three halfpence per ton per mile upon potatoes, and that they have not re- 
. «eived any threatening notices. J 

-p • i,i , , T > ■ , By order of the Court of Directors, 

Right honourable Robert Peel, (Signed) Samuel Draper, Secretary, 

etc. etc. ecc. J 

Dublin Castle, 26th February 1813. 

IV. Gregory. 

(Enclosure No. 2.) 

•Copy of the RESOLUTIONS of the Magistrates and Freeholders of the county of 
Westmeath at Mullingar, 24th March 1812. J 

ROYAL CANAL. 

WHEREAS I have received a letter from the Secretary of the Royal Canal company 
stating they had information of several persons at Thomastown and Mullingar, having 
threatened that breaches should be again made in the canal, if provisions are continued to h% 
brought from the country to Dublin market. 

Tne persons rising such threats, and all others concerned, are desired to take notice 
thatthefollowingRcsoliitions were entered into at Mullingar on the 14th of March last’ 
which Resolutions still remain in full force, and will be acted upon with the utmost 
vigour. 1 



Rochfort, 30th Oct. 1812. 



Gustav. Rochfort, Chairman of said Committee. 



COUNTY OF WESTMEATH.-— -At a meeting of the Magistrates and Freeholders 
ot the county of Westmeath, held in the Court House of Mullingar in said county 
on Saturday the 24th dayoi March 1812, convened by William Dutton Pollard esq 
1 lH S h sheri# ?t said county, pursuant to a requisition of the Grand Jury of said countv 
at spring assizes 1S1 2; 3 

GUSTAVUS ROCHFORT, esqr. in the chair ; 

THE following Resolutions were proposed by Lord Delvin, seconded by Richard Nasrle 
esqr. and unanimously agreed to. ° * 

Resolved, 

That all interruptions of the passage of provisions for the supply of the people of this 
country, is alawless restraint upon the rightsof the industrious; andakhoughweatiribute it to 
the mistaken view that may be entertained by the idle and necessitous, yet we are deter- 
mined to do all m our power to repress any repetition of such outrageous proceedings 
Because it must tend to distress and starve the poor in places where provisions are scarce • 
because it is a discouragement to the industrious cultivator of the ground, who by his labour 
lias obtained a superfluity to dispose of; because, cutting off the communication of the canal, 
will oblige the farmers to employ their cattle in delivering the grain, when all their efforts 
are at this season necessary to cultivate their land. 

Because it is an effort of the dishonest and the profligate to obtain the property of the 
honest and industrious for their own use, at an inferior value. J 

I11 order therefore to discourage and repress, all acts tending to the above effect, we call 
upon the industrious, the peaceable, ami the well disposed members of the community to 
join us lor tms laudable and jus! purpose. 3 ’ 

And we call to the recollection of all people, the use the canal has been in timesof pressing 
.scarcity to the inhabitants of this county, when provisions were brought in the year 1800 for 
their necessities from Dublin, the growth of foreign countries, without which many families 
wouid have perished for want. - 

MvStv1h’rfZ h a tW f will , ma |i e go , od , tl,e Allowing rewards for such private information 
given by the friends ot good order, by letter or otherwise, as may lead to the detection of 
any of these atirocious offences, and we will apply for the pardon of government lor any 
peiaou or persons, who may have been misled by misrepresentation or error to join in ■uich 
outrages (except the principal arranger or adviser of these infamous acts); and we resolve, 
collectively and .individually, to use every means within our- power, to put a stop to those 
atrocities, and to bring the perpetrators to justice, and that a subscription be set on foot for 
/hesc purposes, as well as for the particular prevention of such acts hereafter ; and we will 

further 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 





INLAND NAVIGATIONS OF IRELAND. 4l 

furtherencpurage and reward any person or persons (even although a party toil) who will <nve H 

f °f Such -lawful P pufpo S e, as Srly Ead C* 



“ ■ ““-y 'uwauea assemniage tor such unlawful purpose, as mav lead 

1° die surprise and apprehension ° f the offenders in the act. H ’ y d 

• a C l ° mmittee ’ consist ' n g of the following Noblemen and Gentlemen, be 
*? P °/j p to r . e ceive subscriptions, and pay the rewards for such information, and that three 
of said Committee shall form a quorum— 



Wffiiam D. Pollard, Sheriff, Sir Thomas Chapman, 

pf i t p 0n S °j d » Honourable Thomas Peckenham, 

Ear of Granard, James Fetherston, 

Earl of Belvidere, Hugh Tuite, 

Lord Sunderlin, Richard Nagle, 

Gustavus Rochfort, Thomas S. Whitney, 

Lord Ddvm John Fetherston, 

bir Richard Leymge, Alexander Murray, 

Richaid Reynell, Reverend Henry Wynne, 

lenison Lyons, Reverend Thomas R obinson, 

Edwaid J. Bnsco, Reverend Henry Dundas. 

The sum of ^.300 shall be given to any person or persons giving information and r-r- 
secuting to conviction whoever may be concerned in said outrages? and the sum 
to such private information by letter, or otherwise, as may lead to the prosecution 'mid 
conviction as aforesaid, or to the detection of the nernetrati,^ P and 



• ■ ^ c f Y- , er > 01 omer wise, as may lead to the prosecution and 
C °OrdTd “ T&S’ ° r !° ,* Y deteM ‘°“ of tbe P er P etrat hig of the offend d 

Ordered .- That letters shall be written to the Noblemen Ind Gentlemen composing the 
Committee, who were not present at this meeting informing .u„:_ § U 



n ■ . , 1 uc "u'tcn 10 tne iNooiemen and Gentlemen eomoosinc the 

SdlliX Prc! '“,‘ ? this “ eeti 5 «- i»tbrmi„ s them „f their .ppoiltmenl 
Ordered, lhat the above resolutions, with a list for subscribers names, be left at the nrst 
D®Sn°fo^ ' ?astle P ollard, Kilbeggan, Moate, Athlone, and Castkfowa 

imo Xt pers0ns ” S may Ch00se *° substribe f ” carr J* u g the said 

Ordered That the above resolutions be printed in the Westmeath Journal Patriot 
S’X P °°1 ; , and X 1 " E ’ eni "S Post i “d that hand bills, with a list of Xubscribl 
nnd an exffact front the act ot parliament for the preservation of the works of the Canal be 
. printed and posted m all public places, and a. licensed publicboufes the cSty! h “ 

Gustavus Rochfort, Chairman. 

lntt,nc U ^ S f npt ff° n hav l i n S been then opened for the purpose of carrying the foregoing reso- 
•sums annexed^CtWEnamesCC^ * 0blemen ^ UentlemeQ immediate1 ^ subscribed the 



" Gustavus Rochfort 
Lord Delvin 
Sir Richard Levinge - 
Sir Thomas Chapman 
Hon. Thomas Peckenham 
William Handcock 
Henry Monk 
Richard Nagle - 
Robert Purdon - 
James Fetherston 
Ralph Smyth, Barba Ville 
Thomas H . Smyth 
Robert Cooke 
H. Tuite - 
John M. Berry - 
John Fetherston 
Robert M. Tighe 
Robert Smyth 
Thomas S. Whitney - 
Robert H. Temple - 
Edward J. Bri scoe 
Alexander Murray 
Joseph M. Daly 
Lord Longford 
Lord Belvidere 



Grand Jury : 

£. s. d. 

100 Ralph S. Gaybook 




£■ s. 
50 — 


50 


Gustavus Lambert 




50 — 

20 — 


100 


William L. Nappier 


_ 


200 


John Hogan 


.. 


20 — 


50 


John Tisdall 




50 — 


50 


J. C. Lyons 


. 


20 — 


50 


Edwaid Kelly 


_ 


20 — 


50 


J. C. Lyons 




20 — 


30 


Richard Reynell 


_ 


20 — 


50 


Tenison Lyons 


. 


20 — 


50 


William Fetherston 


_ 


20 — 


50 


Heinsworth Usher 




20 — 


50 


J. Swift 




20 — 


50 


H. Hodson 


. 


20 • — 


5° 


Francis P. Winter 




20 — 


50 


B. Maguire 


_ 


20 — 


30 


Thomas Cuffe 


_ 


20 — 


40 


Tim. Bagnell 


. 


15 — 


30 


Thomas Shea 


_ 
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30 


James Gunning 


. 


30 


Robert S. Shea 


_ 




30 


John Wilson 




1 — - 


20 


William Marshall 


_ 


5 1 3 


200 

100 


John North - 


- 


5 13 



“ S 5V e °-, 22 --“ And be k f “« her % the authority 

. X “ d ’ r T n .X the PT rag . of ,bis Act ‘P an y l«™>» or person shall wit 
“ JiL d mallclousl y beat . down, undermine, damage or destroy, or wilfully aid, abet, 
“ loot set ? n ’ ln brea , k,n S down undermining, damaging, or destroying any bridge, 
« f’ 1 ’ 8 T’ ^ qUeduCt ’ tunnel - fl ood-gate, towingpath or bank, or any leservoir 

« 2 r PP y A T ° r WaterCOU 'i se ’ be |onging to any Canal or Inland Navigation 

« airead y made or hereafter to be made in this kingdom, all and every such person and 
« Er f b r ng there0t kwf n ly eonvicted shad be guilty of felony, and shalf be trans- 
P rted for seven years, in like manner as other felons are directed to be transported, 
/y ‘ M “ by 



1 image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



t * .1 . 10 6 4 1 ' *. f‘ \D1' 0‘ Ml. 

4t PAPERS RELATING TO THE 

“ by the Laws and Statutes of the realm, or to he fined, whipped, or imprisoued, according 
“ to the direction of the Court before which such person shall be .convicted." 

Dublin Castle, 26th Feb. 1813. 

W. Gregory. 



No. 3. — Copy of a LETTER from the Right honourable Robert Peel, to the Direc- 
tors General of Inland Navigation of Ireland; dated the 24th November 1812. 

My Lord and Gentlemen, Dublin Castle, Nov. 24th 1812. 

I am commanded by the Lord Lieutenant to acquaint you, in reference to the former 
•communications which have passed on the subject of the affairs of the Royal Canal com- 
pany, that it is of the utmost importance that every information respecting them should be 
procured, before the consideration of them is renewed in Parliament, according to the 
strong recommendation to that effect of the Committee of the House of Commons, appoint- 
ed in the last Session of Parliament to report their observations on the Petitions respecting 
the Royal Canal in Ireland. And as it is most desirable to ascertain, with the utmost 
accuracy possible, the probable expense of effecting the junction of the Royal Canal with 
the Shannon at Tarmon harry, l am to desire that an engineer may be employed without 
delay to form an estimate of the sum which would be required to be advanced, in order to 
complete the Canal from its present termination at Colnahay to Tarmonbarry, by the line 
originally projected,, passing through the town of Barry, as well as by the proposed devia- 
tion froui that line, passing near Bally mahon ; and that he will report, in each case, within 
what period the Royal Canal could be completed to Tarmonbarry. 

And I am to request that the said engineer may be directed to report his opinion whether 
any other line could be adopted, by which the junction of the Royal Canal with the 
$ha»non at Tarmonbarry could be effected within a less time, and at a less expense, than by 
the adoption of either of those which have been suggested. 

When such reports shall have been made by the engineer; his Grace desires you will 
Jay the same before him, with your observations and opinion thereon. 



Dublin Castle, 2bth Feb. 1813. I have, &c. 

W. Gregory. ^ (Signed) R. Peel. 

Directors General of Inland Navigation. 




No. 4. — Extract of a LETTER from the Right honourable Sackville Hamilton, to the 
Right honourable Robert Peel ; dated Dublin 15th February 1813. 

Sir, . ... 

I have the honour to enclose. to you the copy.. of.a letter which I. received this morning 
from Mr. Kilialy, and which I laid before our Board. We have directeda copy .to be sent 
to the Directors of the Royal Canal, earnestly recommending to them to lose no time in 
-staunching the leaks, and raising the overfalls as stated by Mr. Kilialy, in order to ensure 
a full supply of water for the ensuing summer. We have also desired to know whether 
they were obliged in the course of the last summer tp .restrict the tonnage oj draught, of 
water of the boats on the summit, on account of a deficiency in the supply; when we 
receive their answer I will not fail to forward a copyto you. 

Mr. Kilialy is closely occupied . in making nut- -the plan, section and estimate of the 
line from Coolnahay to Tarmonbarry, and I expect them, with his Report, in about ten days; 
-they shall not be delayed in our hands. 

(Enclosure of No. 4.) 

A Copy of a LETTER from Mr. Kilialy ; dated the 9th February 1813, addressed to 
the Right honourabie Sackville Hamilton. 

Sir, Tullamore, February qth 1813. 

THE surface of water in Lough Owill is now but ten inches above the summit level of 
r-the Royal Canal, being fourteen inches lower than it was in February 1810, and nearly 
three feet under the high water of the winters 1810 and 1811. There is but six feet depth 
of water in the summit level at present, or five feet and three inches in the upper cill of the 
25th lock. 

Discouraging as these circumstances may appear, I entertain little doubt that the Royal 
Canal, by propel- management, (which I fear is not the case at present) may be abundantly 
supplied with water, as I understand there are some good streams going to waste between 
Mullingar and Coolnahay, that might be conveyed into the summit level ; and although 
those streams may not be very productive in summer, yet they would furnish a sufficiency 
of water in winter to prevent any material draught, during that season, from Lough Owill, 
the waters of which should be carefully kept up until absolutely wanting. 

There is a smart leakage in the supply cut near Lough Owill, and also in the Canal, a 
little to the eastward of Mullingar; besides there is a good deal of water wasted by a tem- 
porary overfall near Coolnahay. Those leakages should be staunched, and the overfall 
built in a permanent maimer : indeed I should strongly recommend this and.ail the overfalls 
non the summit level to be raised to a height sufficient to keep up one foot more of water on 

th3t 
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that level, which being twelve miles in length (exclusive of the supply cut) would in itself II. 
form a considerable reservoir. , , , ,, r .1 ^ 0ya ‘ Can 

l beg leave again to repeat my opinion that the Royai Canal may be abundantly supplied 
with water if Lough Owill is properly managed and aided in the manner I have men- 
tioned. One foot in depth taken ofF its surface would produce 10,000 lockfulls for the 
trade passing over the summit, and a sufficiency of water may be had for the lower levels, 

.both to the eastward and westward, without drawing any from Lough Owill. 

I have the honour, & c. 

The Right honourable (Signed) John Killaly. 

Sackville Hamilton. 



A Copy of a "REPORT made by the Directors General of Inland Navigation m 
Ireland, relative to the Navigation of the River Barrow, dated 24th February 
1813, to his Grace the Lord Lieutenant. 



May it please Your Grace, 



Navigation Office, 24th Feb. 1813. 



ferring upon the draft of a deed of contract, tor the completing the works ot that naviga- 
tion, in pursuance of the approbation of your Grace, and the Lords of His Majesty’s 
Treasury, upon our representation of the 2d July last ; upon which occasion, those Gentle- 
mien stated, that an action had been brought by a miiler against the company, which will 
he tried in March, and upon the event of which will depend whether the Navigation shall 
be confined to its present scale, or be finished upon increased dimensions. And that the 
company were therefore desirous of deferring any conclusion upon the agreement, until the 
•suit shall be brought to a decision. 

We have thought it our duty to inform your Grace of this circumstance. 

We have the honour to be, with the utmost duty and respect, 
Your Grace’s most obedient and most humble servants, 
•(Signed) 5 . Hamilton, Robt. Rutledge, Mich 1 . Burke. 
To his Grace the Lord Lieutenant. 

Dublin Castle, 26th Feb. 1813. 

W. Gregory. 
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